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Current Topics. 


The Provincial Meeting of the Law Society. 

THE ARRANGEMENTS for this meeting at Cardiff from the 23rd 
to the 26th of September will be found stated elsewhere. There is 
to be a full round of gaieties—a reception and ball given by the 
Lord Mayor and Lady Mayoress of Cardiff on Monday evening ; 
a banquet on Tuesday evening and a musical entertainment on 
Wednesday evening, and two attractive excursions are being 
arranged for Thursday. Given propitious weather, the meeting 
ought to be a very enjoyable one, 


The Birthday Honours. : 

AmonG THE Birthday Honours there are two distinctions 
conferred on members of the Bar who have been sturdy sup- 
porters of the Government—viz., a Privy Councillorship on 
Sir Davin Brynmor Jones, K.C., M.P., and a baronetcy on 
Mr. Witu1aM Purpson Beate, K.C., M.P., but there has been 
no recognition of the English solicitors. Last year there were 
three English solicitors knighted, including the then President 
of the Law Society. There were so many honours bestowed 
last year on legal officials that the list this year is naturally 
scanty, but opportunity has been found to confer knighthoods 
on Mr. W. S. HatpAng, W.S., the Crown Agent for Scotland, 
and Mr, Matacuy Ketty, the Chief Crown Solicitor for 


Treland. 


The Resignation of Lord Loreburn. 

WE May note that the resignation of a Lord Chancellor on 
account of ill-health is a very unusual occurrence in the history 
of this country. There is, we believe, no precedent for a 
resignation like that of Lord LorEBURN later than the month of 
June, 1850, when Lord CoTTENHAM, after a long struggle with 
ill-health, was compelled to relinquish the Great Seal. And it 
would be necessary to go back for a much longer period before 
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1850 in search for a similar precedent, if any such precedent can 
be found. The labours of a Lord Chancellor at the present day 
are undoubtedly a serious drain on the most vigorous constitution, 
but those of the Law Officer, who, in the ordinary course of 
events takes his place upon the woolsack, have of late years 
been considerably lightened. 


Sales under Voluntary Settlements. 

WE NOTICED last week (an/e, p, 590) the decision of PHILLI- 
MORE, J., in Re Hart, on the liability of a purchaser under a 
voluntary settlement to have his purchase set aside by the 
trustee in bankruptcy. We said that the decision seemed to 
follow inevitably from Re Carter d& Kenderdine’s Contract (1897, 
1 Ch. 776), and we pointed out that the law should be at once 
altered. We were not aware, of course, that the case had been 
already argued in the Court of Appeal and judgment reserved. 
The judgments (reported elsewhere) were delivered on Monday 
last, and with commendable boldness the court (CozeNs-HARDY, 
M.R., BuckLey and Kennepy, L.JJ.) has reversed the decision 
of PHILLimorg, J., and made the suggested alteration of the law 
unnecessary ; but it has done this by ignoring the ground on which 
Re Carter & Kenderdine’s Contract was decided, and reverting 
to the reasoning of VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J., in Re Brall (1893, 
2 Q.B. 381). This, at least, is the general effect of the decision, 
for we do not say that Me Carter d& Kenderdine’s Contract was in 
any way impugned. The matter appears tostand thus. Sections 
48 and 49 of the Bankruptey Act avoid certain dispositions by a 
bankrupt, but each section has a saving in favour of bond fide 
purchasers for value. Section 47 declares certain voluntary 
settlements to be void against the trustee in bankruptcy, but it 
has no saving clause. Hence, if section 47 is to be construed 
literally, and full effect given to it against a purchaser, the titles 
of purchasers are gravely imperilled ; especially where, as in the 
case of purchasers of shares from a donee under the settlement, 
there are no facilities available for investigation of title. In Le 
Briggs & Spicer (1891, 2 Ch. 127) Strrwine, J., held that the 
section was to be taken literally, and that a purchaser under the 
settlement was liable to have his title attacked by the trustee 
in bankruptcy of the eettlor. In Ze Prall (supra), VAUGHAN 
WILLIAMS, J., disagreed with this, and held that the word “ void” 
in section 47 was to be read as “ voidable,” so that anyone who 
claimed under the settlement as a purchaser for value without 
notice had a good title as against the trustee in bankruptcy, since 
in such a case the court would not allow the settlement to be 
avoided, 


Whether Settlement is Void or Voidable. 


Ir THE Court of Appeal in Re Carter & Kenderdine’s Contract 
(supra) had accepted the ratio decidendi in Ke Brall, the point 
with which PHiLiimorg, J., had to deal in He Hart (supra) would 
not have arisen. But there was another way of saving the 
purchaser in Ke Carter d& Kenderdine which did not involve 
the same departure from the literal meaning of “ void,” and the 
Court of Appeal took it Section 47 says, indeed, that the 
settlement, in the circumstances specified, is to be void, but 
“void against the trustee in bankruptcy.” It could not, 
however, be void against a non-existing person, and it followed 
that it was not void unless and until there was a trustee in 
bankruptcy in existence—subject, however, to the doctrine of 
the relation back of the trustee’s title; for whatever title the 
trustee has to property of the bankrupt relates back to the act 
of bankruptcy on which the adjudication is made. Accordingly, 
A. L. Smitu, L.J., said definitely that the settlement was void 
as from the act of bankruptcy, to which the title of the trustee 
related back. It was this that induced us to say that the decision 
of PHittimor®, J., in Re Hart (supra) was an inevitable conse- 
quence of /’e Carter & Kenderdine. And so it was, if that decision 
is really accepted, but if the Court of Appeal is ready to drop the 


construction of “ void against the trustee in bankruptcy,” and go | 


back to the “ voidable ” of Re Brall (supra), then a quite different 
result becomes possible, and this is what, in fact, has happened. 


The true view, says the Master of the Rolls, is that a volanteny 
settlement is not void, but is only voidable upon the motion of 
the trustee; and then considerations arise which are not admis- 





sible if the settlement is to be treated as void. It was suggested 
by Wricut, J., in Re Slobodinsky (1903, 2 K. B., p. 531), that 
even if the settloment is void, equity might intervene in favour 
of a purchaser for value, and he referred to the well-known 
case of Wilkes v. Bodington (2 Vern. 599), where the Court of 
Chancery refused to interfere to get in for the trustee in bank- 
ruptey a legal estate to which a purchaser under the settlement 
had the better title. Whether this doctrine could be used in 
favour of a title struck at by section 47 is not clear, but there 
is now no necessity for putting the matter on this ground. The 
settlement stands until the trustee interferes to avoid it, and 
then his interference must take the form of an application to the 
court, and the court will not assist him against a purchaser 
‘for value without notice. It follows that it is immaterial 
whether at the date of purchase there has been an act of bank- 
ruptey or even an adjudication of bankruptcy, provided the 
purchase is without notice. And it is essential to carry the 
| protection as far as this, for on a purchase of shares the pur- 
bee can make no inquiries at all as to the settlor, for 
although he has been adjudicated bankrupt, the purchaser is 
| without notice and must be protected. BuckLey, L.J., did not 
recognize this, and under his judgment the purchaser is only 
| protected if he purchases before the bankruptcy. This covers 
| the present case, but does not go far enough. KENNEDY, L.J., 
| was in favour of giving equitable relief, as suggested in Jvc 
Slobolinsky (supra), against the strict language of the statute, but 
| probably it is too late in the day for this to be done. The true 
| ground of the decision is given by the judgment of the Master of 
the Rolls, and that rests on the re-assertion of the ratio decidendi 
in Ite Brall, notwithstanding that in Re Carter & Kenderdine the 
Court of Appeal, while professing to appove Le Brall, in fact 
decided on a much narrower ground. No doubt the judgment 
of the Master of the Rolls will now be accepted as decisive, and 
purchasers for value without notice under voluntary settlements 
will get a good title, whether the settlor is or is not bankrupt 
at the time. Only this result can justify the omission from 
section 47 of a saving clause for purchasers. 














Sale or Return. 


WITH THE exception of hiring agreements, there is not a 
common class of contracts in everyday use whose exact legal 
effect is so obscure as is the case with a contract for the “sale 
or return of goods.” The crucial difficulty usually turns on the 
moment when the goods become the property of the sub-vendor, 
and cease to be merely in his bailment. The difficulty is largely 
created by the lack of precision in the language of section 18, 
rule 4, of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, of which Lord Esner 
said in Kirkham v. Attenborough (1897, 1Q. B. 201): “ Itis neces- 
sary to cohsider the principles adopted by the courts and now, 
unhappily as I think, codified in the Act, the language of which is 
unfortunately chosen.” The words to which this criticism extends 
are as follows: “When goods are delivered to the buyer on 
approval, or ‘on sale or return,’ or other similar terms, the 
property therein passes to the buyer: (a) when he signifies his 
approval or acceptance to the seller or does any other act adopting 
the transaction; (>) if he does not signify his approval 
or acceptance to the seller, but retains the goods without giving 
notice of rejection, then, if a time has been fixed for the return 
of the goods, on the expiration of such time, and if no time has 
been fixed, on the expiration of a reasonable time.” Here two 
vexed points necessarily arise : what is an “act adopting the 
transaction”? and, what is “a reasonable time”? In (enn 
v. Winkel (reported elsewhere), a case which illustrates the 
difficulty came before the Court of Appeal, and was the 
occasion of lengthy judgments by Lord Justices VAUGHAN 
WILLIAMS, FLETCHER MouLTon and Bucktey. Put shor'ly, 
the facts were these: the plaintiff had supplied the 
defendants with diamonds on “sale or return.” The defendants 
thought they had found a purchaser, and advised the plaintiff 
to that effect, asking that the price should be debited 
to them. It turned out that they were trying to sell the 
diamonds through a sub-agent, and this sub-agent, in fact, 
lost them in circumstances which, it must be taken as a fact, 
did not amount to negligence for which a mere bailee of the 
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goods would be liable. The plaintiff, however, claimed that the 
property in the diamonds had already passed to the defendants, 
who must be treated as purchasers liable to pay their price, not 
bailees responsible for their custody ; it was contended that 
their letter asking the plaintiff to debit them with the goods 
was an “act adopting the transaction” within the meaning of 
section 18, rule 4, of the Sale of Goods Act, 1883. Asa matter 
of fact, however, this difficult point was not decided by the 
court, since it found a subtler basis for a decision in the plaintiff's 
favour. It took the view that the defendants, by parting with 
the goods to a sub agent, had done an act inconsistent with the 
existence of a bailment, and therefore were estopped from 
pleading any defence resting on the assumption that a bailment 
existed between themselves and the plaintiff. Delegatus non 
potest delegare ; and if he does delegate he must answer for the 
acts of his subordinate, without being able to rely on any defence 
which that subordinate could have raised, had he been himself 
the delegate of the principal and not a mere sub-delegate. This 
decision seems to rest, partly upon estoppel, and partly upon 
the doctrine of trespass ab initio ; in any case it is a considerable 
extension of the rule laid down by Lord Esner and Lopss, L.J., 
in Kirkham v. Attenborough (supra). 


Hotchpot Clauses and Settlements by Reference. 


It FREQUENTLY happens in a settlement that after full trusts 
have been declared with respect to one fund, including a power 
of appointment among children and trusts in default of appoint- 
ment, with a hotchpot clause, a second fund is settled by reference 
to the trusts of the first fund, and the question arises whether, 
for the purpose of applying the hotchpot clause, the two funds 
are to be treated as one aggregate fund or no. Upon the general 
scope of the settlement it may appear that such was the settlor’s 
intention, and in Fe Perkins (41 W. R. 470), NortH, J., took the 
common-sense view that when the trusts of different funds are in 
effect the same, the hotchpot: clause is not to be applied separately 
to each fund, but is to ba applied once for all to the aggregate 
fund. This, however, involves the technical objection that the 


, trusts of the first fund are altered, and there are no words in the 


settlement authorizing this to be done. The trusts first declared 
are independent trusts, and the hotchpot clause can only be 
applied to the first fund in accordance with those trusts if it is 
kept separate. Romer, J., perceived this in Re Marquis of 
Bristol (1897, 1 Ch. 946), and held accordingly that, where trusts 
of a fund of £5,000 were declared by reference to trusts of a 
fund of £13,000, the hotchpot clause must be applied to each 
separately. Partial appointments had been made of the £13,000, 
but none of the £5,000. Hence the £5,000 had to be divided 
equally, without regard to the appointments of the £13,000. 
There were certain differences between the two funds, which 
enabled Romer, J., formally to distinguish Re Perkins (supra), 
but, in effect, his decisiun was based on the technical ground 
just referred to. A similar decision has now been given by 
PARKER, J., in Re Cavendish (1912, 1 Ch. 794). A marriage 
settlement of a fund of £15,000 belonging to the intended wife 
contained a covenant to settle after-acquired property upon the 
same trusts. The after-acquired property proved to be of the 
value of some £25,000. The whole of the £15,000 was 
appointed to one child of the marriage, and no appointment was 
made of the £25,000. The learned judge considered that the 
real ground of Romer, J,’s judgment in Le Marquis of Bristol 
(supra), was the difficulty in a marriage settlement of altering 
the trusts of a fund by reference to the trusts of another fund ina 
subsequent part of the deed, and, mainly upon the same ground, 
he held that the £25,000 in the present case was divisible without 
reference to the £15,000. Hence, the child to whom that fund 
was appointed was entitled to share in the £25,000 without 
bringing it into account. In Re Perkins (supra), the question 
arose on a will, so that, perhaps, a greater latitude of construc- 
tion was permissible ; but the decisions on deeds seem to give 
excessive “weight to merely technical considerations. he 
question ought, in practice, to be anticipated by the draftsman 
introducing a hotchpot clause, framed so as to apply to all the 
funds subject to common trusts (Key and Elph. Prec., 9th ed. 
Vol. IL, pp. 543, 544). 





The Passing of the Revising Barrister. 

THE BiLt which contemplates the abolition of revision courts 
and revising barristers will cause anxiety to many members 
of the bar. The appointment to the office of revising barrister 
for the counties of England and Wales respectively is, as is well 
known, in the hands of the senior judge named in the commission 
of assize for the counties within any circuit who actually travels 
that circuit, or any part thereof, during the summer circuit in 
any year, and it represents almost all that is left of 
the extensive patronage once possessed by our common law 
judges. The revision is held in the autumn, the salary 
is liberal, and although the appointment of revising- 
barristers is for one year only, they are generally re- 
appointed. We cannot, therefore, be surprised that many of 
them have enjoyed these offices for a considerable term of years, 
and that the competition for any vacancy has always been of the 
utmost severity. The hardship from an extinction of their office 
is probably greatest for those recently appointed, though this 
opinion may possibly be disputed. The only consolation which 
we can offer to those exposed to the risk of eviction is that the 
change has not come yet, and that it is at least probable that it 
may be postponed for some years. A learned correspondent, 
writing from the point of view of the loss to the bar, says: 
“ Like some other legal offices which have not yet been swept 
away by the devastating and ruthless hands of the doctrinaire 
reformer, this post of minor judicial authority subserves at least 
one important end in the social economy of the bar. To the 
struggling junior, who has not yet achieved a practice of his 
own, and is busy at the work of a ‘devil’ for some great 
man during the whole of the four legal terms, a Revising 
Barristership has many times proved a haven of refuge. Its 
work falls into some six weeks of the Long Vacation, and so 
does not interfere with his efforts during term ; the emoluments 
are sufficient to provide a year’s income to a not very extrava- 
gant bachelor. Many a distinguished member of the common 
law bar has been able to tide over the period of youthful adver- 
sity by obtaining one of those coveted appointments ; Serjeant 
BALLANTYNE, in his ‘Experiences,’ tells how by this means his 
early career was saved from shipwreck. As the office is 
nominally only an annual appointment, it is to be presumed 
that, apart from express provision, no compensation will be 
payable for its abolition. It is to be hoped that legal members in 
the House, themselves fortunately above the reach of adverse 
fate, will do something to see that some reasonable provision 
for compensation is inserted in the Bill, based on the number 
of years during which the post has been held.” 


Appeal from County Court Registrar. 


AN IMPORTANT decision as to the position of a county court 
registrar when he tries an action under section 92 of the County 
Courts Act, 1888, was given by the Divisional Court (RIDLEY 
and Lusu, JJ.) in Rosin v. Joseph Rank (Limited) (ante, p. 597). 
Under that section the registrar has jurisdiction in two cases : 
first, if a defendant appears at the hearing and admits the claim, 
the registrar can then, by leave of the judge, settle the terms of 
payment and enter judgment ; and secondly, on the application 
of the parties and leave of the judge, he can try disputed claims 
upto £2. Under section 93, the judge, “in any case whatever,” 
has power to order a new trial, and under section 120 there is 
a right of appeal in certain cases, but in cases over £20 only 
by leave of the judge. The present case was a disputed claim 
for 25s. for breach of contract, heard by the registrar, who 

ave judgment for the plaintiff for the amount claimed. The 

efendants applied for a new trial, but the deputy judge held 
that he had no power to order it, and he gave leave to appeal 
from his order and from the decision of the registrar. This 
raised questions under both sections 93 and 120. As to the 
power to order a new trial after the hearing by the registrar, the 
Divisional Court held that the registrar was acting only in 
place of the judge, and that the judge had power to order a 
new trial in a case heard by the registrar just as if it had been 
heard by himself. This was as far as the actual decision went, 
for the court sent the case back in order that the judge might 
exercise his discretion as to the granting of a new trial. But 
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Lusi, J., also intimated that the power under section 120, to | Mr. Justice PARKER in the very recent case of Re Hall, Watson 
grant leave to appeal, was similarly exerciseable by the judge both | v. Hall (reported elsewhere.) In the former case Mr. Justice 


in cases tried by himself and in those tried by the registrar. 
These cases are not outside the right of appeal subject to leave, 
and the leave is to be given by the judge and not by the registrar. 
On the language of the Act, all this seems reasonably clear, 
but it may be suggested that in cases under £2 heard by the 
registrar by consent, there should be neither the chance of a 
new trial nor of appeal. If any question of principle is involved, 
the case need not be sent to the registrar. When a case has 
been left to him his decision should be final. It is only some 
important question of principle that would justify the continu- 
ance of litigation over 25s. 


** Habitual Criminal” 

IN THE case of Ht. v. Charles Mitchell, which came before the 
Court of Criminal Appeal on Monday last, the appellant, having 
been convicted at the Salisbury Assizes of feloniously receiving 
stolen goods and of being a habitual criminal, had been sentenced 
by Mr. Justice CHANNELL to three years’ penal servitude and 
five years’ preventive detention, the judge remarking that the 
unfortunate matter was that his hands were tied, and that he 
could only sentence the prisoner to preventive detention by send- 
ing him first to penal servitude for nearly four years (there being 
a remanet of nearly a year to be served). On appeal, the con- 
viction as a habitual criminal was quashed, on the ground that 
there was no evidence that he was leading persistently a dis- 
honest or criminal life ; and Mr. Justice Avory,in giving the 
judgment of the court, said that it became necessary to substitute 
the proper sentence for that passed in respect of the felonious 
receiving of a pipe and some tobacco, and reduced the 
sentence to one of twelve months’ imprisonment with hard 
labour. Under section 10 (1) of the Prevention of Crime Act, 
1908, a prisoner can only be sentenced to preventive 
detention after he has been “convicted on indictment of 
a crime, and subsequently the offender admits that he is, or is 
found by the jury to be, a habitual criminal, and the court passes 
a sentence of penal servitude.” The wisdom of the last condition 
has often been questioned, and it would appear that the result 
is at times that penal servitude is awarded where a less severe 
sentence would ordinarily be sufficient, in order that the prisoner 
may be dealt with as a habitual criminal. It is submitted that 
the proper course would be for the judge to decide in his own 
mind what would be the proper sentence for the primary offence 
before the indictment charging the prisoner with being a habit- 
ual criminal is proceeded with, and, where he is of opinion that 
it is not a case that merits a sentence of penal servitude, to 
indicate to the prosecution that it would be useless to proceed 
with the other part of the indictment. Section 11 of the Pre- 
vention of Crime, Act gives a person sentenced to preventive 
detention the right to appeal against his sentence without leave, 
and the Court of Criminal Appeal has decided to treat this 
provision as including the right to appeal against the primary 
sentence of penal servitude : /?. v. Smth (1910, 1 K. B. 17). It 
is evident, therefore, that in the opinion of that court conviction 
as a habitual criminal is not in itself a reason for imposing a 
sentence of penal servitude without regard to the nature of the 
primary offence. 


When is a Motor-Car a Carriage ? 


It HAS long been fairly well recognized among Chancery 
practitioners that wills are somewhat peculiar documents in the 
eyes of the judiciary ; the interpretation of each will is quite 
independent of rules which have been adopted in the construction 
of other wills; when a will-case is quoted as a precedent in 
another will-case the judge will follow it or dismiss it as “ arising 
out of another context,” according as his vision of the particular 
case before him makes it an assistance or an obstacle to the view 
he wishes to take. Therefore it is that the reports and the text 
books abound with cases relating t> wills which apparently at first 
sight are inconsistent with one another, and which require care 
to distinguish. A good example of that is the somewhat different 
view taken of the legal status of a motor-car by Mr. Justice Eve 
in Re Howe, Fernichough v, Wilkinson (1908, W.N. 223), and 





Eve decided, in apparently general terms, that the words 
“ household effects ” in a will Included motor-cars kept in a garage 
attached to the garden of the house. In the latter case Mr. 
Justice PARKER had to decide whether a motor-car, with which the 
testator had replaced two or three of his carriages shortly 


| before his death, came within a bequest of “all my. carriages, 


horses, harness and stable furniture and effects.” is lordship 
took the view that “effects” must be read ejusdem generis with 
carriages and horses, and that “carriage ”"—by the context 
was evidently meant to include only horsed vehicles. In his 
lordship’s own words, he saw no more reason for calling a motor- 
car a carriage, than for extending that term to an aeroplane, 








The Use of Ordnance Maps in 


Conveyances. 


OnE of the most important duties of a conveyancer is to see 
that the property which he intends to convey is correctly 
described in the conveyance, but we fear, from reported cases, that 
this duty is often neglected. Sometimes the neglect is caused 
by carelessness: but we are inclined to think that it arises, in 
many cases, from the draftsman not having studied the rules 
by which the conveyance will be interpreted, or from his ignor- 
ance of the manner of using a map. 

Evidence of Identity—Where a person or thing is mentioned 
in a document, some evidence is required to identify it with the 
person or thing which really exists. The rules as to what evi- 
dence is admissible will be found in the text-books, but they 
amount to this—viz., that you must shew either that the descrip- 
tion contained in the document accurately describes the perzon 
or thing, or that if the description is not accurate, it is such as 
to leave no doubt as to what is meant. 

Methods of Description.—There are two manners in which a thing 
can be described. It may either be described by several general 
descriptions, each of which is a class name, and which, therefore, 
when combined together, denote the thing which is a member 
of all the classes ; or it may be described by a specific, added to 
a general, description. For example: ‘A stationer’s shop situate 
in Fleet Street and Chancery Lane” contains four general 
descriptions, and denotes the same thing as ““——-— and —'s 
shop.” 

In practice, when we describe a property consisting of several 
parcels, we generally describe the property as a whole, and then 
state the parcels of which it consists as follows :—“ Brosley 
Farm, in the parish of St. John, in the county of Bucks, consist- 
ing of, &c.” Where the description takes this form all that is 
necessary is for the draftsman to see that the descriptions of the 
smaller parcels, when put together, make up Brosley Farm. 

On the Use of Maps.—Where, in addition to the verbal 
description, a correct map is added, it renders the description 
more clear to a person who knows how to use the map. It will 
be observed that we say a correct map, Many maps are 
incorrect, and, as we shall shew, the Ordnance maps do not as a 
rule describe with accuracy the thing conveyed, though they 
describe it so nearly that an ignorant man might be led into 
error under the belief that they describe it accurately. The 
question arises, when the verbal description does not agree with 
the map, which is to prevail? The skilled conveyancer will be 
careful to leave no doubt on this poiat. 

Two Schools of Conveyancers.—There are two schools of convey- 
ancers. Those eminent men, Mr. Dart (see Dart, V. and P., 
3rd edition—an edition edited by Mr. Dart himself), and Mr. 
Davipson (2 Prec., 2nd edition, p. 230), point out that either 
there should be a substantive deseription of the property so as 
to let the map be merely in aid of, and elucidating, the verbal 
description, or there should be perfect accuracy inthe map. Mr. 
WoLSTENHOLME, who took the same view, habitually used the 
map merely as elucidating the verbal description ; he often said, 
“A map is a good servant, but a bad master.” 

The tendency of conveyancers of the. other, and perhaps 
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more modern, school is to make the description in the map 

vail over the verbal description in case of discrepancy. The 
reason given for this practice is the accuracy of the Ordnance 
maps. 

Danger in Using a Map.—An objection that carries great 
weight to the employment of a map alone, or even to making it 

revail over the verbal description, is that a line drawn on a map 
may represent a substantial piece of land : see examples of this at 
56 SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, p. 5, and 26 Law Quarterly Review, 268. 

Risk in Employment of Ordnance Maps.—Whatever may be the 
force of this objection, there is another and most serious risk in 
employing the Ordnance maps as the paramount. description of 
land in the country, as distinguished from ahouseinatown. We 
need hardly say that the parcels are described with very great 
accuracy in these maps ; but the surveyors did not know, or con- 
cern themselves as to, the ownership of the field ; all that they cared 
for was to describe the land accurately, and they always measured 
to the stake of the hedge, and took that as the boundary of the 
fields. ' 

It is common knowledge that in ordinary cases the hedge and 
the ditch outside it belong to the owner of the field next the 
hedge : see per Hotroyp, J., in Doe d. Pring v. Pearsey (7 B &C., 
at p. 307); per LAWRENCE, J., in Vowles v. Miller (3 Taunt., at 
p. 138). It follows that where this is the case the Ordnance map 
does not correctly describe the boundaries of the property intended 
to be conveyed, and that the acreage as shewn on the Ordnance 
maps is not the same as the acreage of the field intended to be 
conveyed. It may be too great or too little. 

Limit of Error.—Let us consider the possible error occasioned 
by using the area given by the Ordnance map instead of the 
true area. In the following discussion we will assume that 
the outer boundary of the ditch is one yard from the stake of 
the hedge—an assumption probably not far from the truth, but 
possibly too small. On this assumption the error will amount 
to one square yard for each yard of the boundary as sbewn 
on the map, and it is evident that the total amount of error in 
the acreage of a field depends upon the shape of the field, and 
that if two fields are of the same shape, the percentage of error 
will diminish as the area increases. We will give two examples 
of this :— 

(1.) Let the field be a right-angle triangle, whose sides are 
300, 400 and 500 yards long. The area will be 60,000 square 
yards, and the possible error will be 300, plus 400, plus 500 
square yards, or 1,200 square yards, which is an error of 2 

r cent. of the area. On the other hand, if the field is cblong, 
aving sides of 600 and 100 yards, the area is, as in the 
former case, 60,000 square yards, while the possible error is 
600, plus 600, plus 100, plus 100, equalling 1,400 square yards, 
about 2} per cent. 

(2.) Take a square field, whose side is 100 yards, the area will 
be 10,000 square yards, and the possible error will be 400 square 
yards, or 4 per cent. ; while if the side of the field is 200 yards, 
the area will be 40,000 square yards, and the possible error will 
be 800 square yards, or 2 per cent. 

Conditions where Ordnance Map is used.—As the Ordnance map 
does not give the acreage and boundaries of property in the 
country correctly, it is wise, where the property is described 
in the particulars by reference to the Ordnance map, to insert a 
condition that the boundaries and acreage as given in the 
particulars are not to be conclusive, and that the vendor may insert 
a statement to that effect in theconveyance. A provision of this 
nature is of great importance where the sale is made in lots, as it 
may possibly be held—on the ground that a grant must be 
construed against the grantor—that in the absence of such a 
provision the ditch of an unsold field which adjoins a field that is 
sold would pass to the purchaser. 

Changes of Numbers in Different Editions of the Ordnance Map.—It 
often happens that when a new edition of the 1/2500 Ordnance 
Survey map is issued, the numbers of the parcels are changed, 
thus rendering it difficult to identify them. We understand 
that the Ordnance Survey Department will supply impressions 
of the latest edition of the map, with the parcels, numbers, and 
cancelled detail of any previous edition added by hand in a 





distinctive colour and certified as correct, on payment of the cost 
of the service. 

Conclusions.—The conclusions at which we arrive are the 
following :— 

(1.) That where an Ordnance map is used, we should in most 
cases also insert a complete verbal description in the convey- 
ance. 

(2.) That where the property is situate in the country, the 
conditions of sale and the conveyance should state that the 
boundaries and acreage given by the Ordnance map are not to 
control the verbal description. 

(3.) That where an Ordnance map is mentioned, the edition 
should also be mentioned ; and 

(4.) That where a conveyance is made by reference to the 
current edition of the map, and the abstract contains a convey- 
ance made by reference to an earlier edition, it will sometimes 
be convenient to insert the numbers given in both editions in 
the map on the conveyance, H. W. E, 








The Merger of Charges. 
II. 

WE discussed last week (ante, p. 593) the principles governing 
the merger of charges on land in the estate in the land. We now 
turn to the recent decision of the Court of Appeal in JJanks v. 
Whiteley (1912, 1 Ch. 735). In that case the facts, shortly sum- 
marized, were as fullows :—-In 1900 OGDEN mortgaged land to 
ACKROYD to secure £300 ; in 1901 he gave a charge on the same 
land to MANKs ; in 1905 he gave a further charge to ACKROYD. 
In 1907 AckRoyYD pressed for payment, and OGDEN’s solicitor 
arranged to sell the property to Mrs. WHITELEY for £450. 
ACKROYD'S debt, amounting to £348, was to be paid off, and 
to enable Mrs. WHITELEY to complete the purchase, FARRAR 
was to advance £300. The transaction was effected by three 
deeds. By the first, dated the, 16th of August, 1907, AckRoYD 
reconveyed to OGDEN free from his mortgage and further 
charge; by the second, dated the same day, OGDEN conveyed 
to Mrs. WuITELEY for £450 ; and by the third, dated the follow- 
ing day, Mrs. WHITELEY mortgaged to FARRAR for £300. Prior, 
however, to the completion of the matter, FARRAR had handed 
the £300 to his solicitor, and the solicitor had paid this sum to 
ACKROYD and taken up the deeds from him. No money passed 
between OGDEN and Mrs. WuITELEY, but she released him 
from certain debts. Mrs. WHITELEY found the remaining 
money necessary to pay off Ackroyp. It was contended that 
Ackroyp’s first mortgage Was extinguished, and that MANKs 
had priority for his charge over FARRAR. Both ACKRroyp and 
MANKS’ incumbrances were registered in Yorkshire, so that 
notice was not relevant to the order of priority; but so far as 
it was material, the Master of the Rolls held that FARRAR had 
constructive notice, Mouton, L.J., that he had not. 

Parker, J., decided the case upon the satisfactory ground 
that, even assuming Joulmin vy. Steere to apply if FARRAR had 
been a purchaser, it would be an extension of that decision to 
apply it to him as mortgagee, and such extension was not to be 
permitted. His £300 had gone to pay ACKROYD ; consequently 
he was equitable transferee of ACKROYD’S mortgage, and his 
equitable right was not merged when he took a legal mortgage. 
This would have been against his interest, and no such merger 
could have been effected in the absence of actual intention to 
merge. In the Court of Appeal Cozens-Harpy, M.R., gave 
greater weight to the form of the transaction, effected as it was 
by three deeds. These deprived Farrar of the equitable 
right he had in the first instance. ACKROYD’S mortgage 
was formally discharged by one deed before a new mortgage 
was raised in his own (FARRAR’S) favour by another deed. 
Moreover, as above stated, the Master of the Rolls held 
that 7oulmin v. Steere, was binding, and that a purchaser paying 
off an incumbrance could not keep it alive without accual inten- 
tion. Both on the form of the transaction and on the principle 
of Toulmin v. Steere, be held that ACKROYD’s mortgage had ceased 
to exist, and was not available for FARRAR as a protection 
against MANKS. BUCKLEY, L.J., also laid stress on the form of 
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the transaction, though he admitted that this did not necessarily 
determine the question. But he considered that Farrar had 
intentionally accepted a new mortgage in substitution for the 
equitable right he obtained by paying off Ackroyp, and that 
this put an end to any claim of his to the benefit of AcKRoyD's 
mortgage. 

The judgments of the majority in the Court of Appeal 
resuscitate for the time the decision in Teulmin v. Steere, but it 
may he safely said that the dissentient judgment of MouLTOoN, 
L.J., took a juster view of that case, and in any future con- 
sideration of the matter his judgment is the one which will carry 
weight. On the point of form it is abundantly clear that all the 
three deeds were parts of one transaction, and that the property 
held by AcKroyD became, as part of this transaction, and by 
reason of FARRAR’S money being used to pay off ACKROYD, 
vested in FARRAR by way of security. These are just the 
circumstances in which equity should intervene for the purpose 
of preventing the new mortgagee from being prejudiced by the 
effect of the transaction at law. No doubt at law AcKRoyD’s 
mortgage was gone. But equity is not in this matter guided by 
the legal effect, and it matters not whether that effect is produced 
by one deed or several, if they are all intended to operate 
together. Since, in the view of MouLTon, L.J., FARRAR had 
no notice of MANkKs’ charge, it is not clear that Toulmin v. Steere 
applied. But the question of notice or no notice in this con- 
nection has nowhere been satisfactorily dealt with. Assuming 
Toulmin v. Steere to apply, it prevented FARRAR from relying 
on the doctrine that in the absence of express intention the 
presumption was against merger, if such was for his advantage. 
Obviously this was the case, since the merger of his equitable 
charge in his legal mortgage would let in MANKs’ charge. In the 
view of Mouton, L..J., accordingly, Toulmin v. Steere should be 
overruled ; and he pointed out that this, in addition to avoiding 
the anomaly introduced by that case, would get rid of the 
absurdity of placing a man in greater danger from an equitable 
charge of which he had no notice than from one of which 
he had notice, “ because he can have had no conscious intention 
with regard to the former, seeing that he did not know of its 
existence.” It may be said that purchasers can always protect 
themselves by expressly keeping charges alive, whether they 
know of subsequent charges or not. But this needlessly com- 
plicates titles. What a purchaser requires is the benefit of a 
rule that his money shall not be paid for the advantage of a 
subsequent incumbrancer. ‘The majority of the Court of Appeal 
deny him this benefit, but it is to be regretted that they 
have missed so favourable an opportunity of sweeping away 
Toulmin v. Steere. 





Reviews. 
Circumstantial Evidence. 


/w Essiy on tue Principtes or CrrcumMsTaNTIAL EvIpENce. 
ILLUSTRATED BY NuMBRous Cases. By the late Witt1am Wus, 
Esq., Justice of the Peace. Eprrep py wuts Son, the Right Hon. 
Sir Atrrep Writs, Kut., P.C., formerly one of His Majesty’s 
Judges of the High Court of Justice. Srxrn Eprrion. Butter- 
worth & Co. 

This new edition of a work published over seventy years ago, 
derives increased interest and authority, not only from the fact that 
it is edited by the author's son, who was for over twenty-one years 
one of the most universally esteemed judges of the Common Law 
Division of the High Court, but also from the advance which has 
been made since the last edition in the modes of detection of crime, 
and from the occurrence of some recent cases of great importance 
with regard to circumstantial evidence. 

The question of identification by finger-prints is now concisely 
dealt with in a separate section, and an interesting account is given 
of the facts on which the practice is based and of the mode in which 
it is applied. We need hardly say that the facts supposed to be 
established are, first, that ina man’s life, from the cradle to the 
grave, the pattern of the ridges and hollows on the ends of his 
fingers never alters. This is laid down in the most general terms, 
and as no reference is made in the present book to the doubts 
which suggest themselves to an outsider practically unacquainted 
with the subject —as to whether the effect deasan diseases affecting 
the skin may not be to destroy the ridged and hollowed surface and to 








substitute a different surface, and also as to whether the effect of 
manual labour may not be to wear down the congenital ridges in the 
case of a stonemason or bricklayer—we must conclude that in every 
case the skin is renewed in the same pattern. Another fundamental 
fact, on which the system of identification by finger-marks rests, is 
that no two persons have identical patterns of ridges and hollows, 
This appears to be even more difficult of substantiation than the first 
fact above mentioned. It might be suggested that it assumes that 
heredity has nothing to do with the patterns of ridges and hollows 
at the end of a man’s fingers. We all know that the size and shape 
of a man’s hands are frequently those of an ancestor—and an outsider 
might, perhaps, not unreasonably ask why the arrangement of the 
ridges and Gileen on the finger-tips is not subject to a similar 
influence, so as to inake the finger-prints of father, son and grandson 
alike. These points, however, cannot have been overlooked by the 
learned editor, and seeing that, after full examination, he expresses 
(p. 203) his conviction that the method is entirely reliable, we are 
bound to hold that the question of the reliability of the finger-print 
system is established by skilled ‘investigation and independent 
authority. This is one of the important results brought out in 
the present edition. 

Turning to the recent cases mentioned by the learned editor as 
illustrative of the nature and effect of circumstantial evidence, the 
chief are the Newcastle train murder, the Slough murder, and the 
Crippen case. The first and last mentioned cases will be within the 
remembrance of our readers, and need not be commented on. The 
Slough case (Bucks Assizes, 1910) was certainly remarkable from the 
importance which may attach to an apparently trivial circumstance. 
One main piece of evidence was the finding in the prisoner’s waistcoat 
pocket of nineteen sovereigns and two half-sovereigns, and the finding 
on the table of the murdered woman of a piece of brown paper having 
marks exactly such as would have been made by nineteen sovereigns 
made up into a rouleau, and having minute yellow specks which had 
all the appearance of gold, with the marks of two smaller coins which 
might have been either sixpences or half-sovereigns. It was proved 
that the murdered woman was wont to wrap her money in pieces 
of paper. 

We have left ourselves little space to comment on the masterly com- 
parison of the relative value of direct and indirect or circumstantial 
evidence, at pp. 39 to 52, or the cautions as to the difficulties 
surrounding the determination of personal identity, which are well 
illustrated by the recent Gorse Hall case (pp. 187, 188). We may, 
however, record the learned editor’s very satisfactory statement that 
during his experience of over twenty-one years on the bench he had 
met with but one instance of mistake upon the question of previous 
conviction. We must covtent ourselves with saying that in lucidity 
of expression, care and completeness it would be difficult to find a 
rival to this book. 





The Copyright Act, 1911. 


Tue Copyricut Act, 1911, ANNOTATED. W1TH APPENDIX CONTAINING 
THE Revisep CoNVENTION OF Berne. By E. J. MacGmiivray, 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Copyright LAw AND THE Copyricnt Act, 1911. By Henry 
Hurrety, Barrister-at-Law. With A TREATISE ON FRENCH 
Copyright Law. By Maurice Tuéry, Avocat de la Cour 
d’Appel de Paris, Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 


The Copyright Act, 1911, consolidates and amends the whole law 
of copyright. Mr. MacGillivray narrates in his introduction the 
history of the Act and summarizes the principal changes which it 
effects in the existing law. The body of the book contains the text of 
the Act with full and clearly written annotations. These include 
under each section a short statement of the law prior to the commence- 
ment of the Act, which for the United Kingdom is the Ist of July next, 
“or such earlier date as may be fixed by Order in Council.” But no such 
order appears to have been made. The subjects in which copyright 
may exist are stated in comprehensive terms in section 1, and Mr. 
MacGillivray gives a very useful explanation of the scope of this 
section ; similarly as regards section 2, which deals with infringe- 
ment of copyright. Books and their publication offer comparatively 
little difficulty. It is in relation to the less usual forms of copyright 
that difficulties arise, and the present Act introduces notable 
simplifications. This is so, for instance, with regard to lectures, and 
Mr. MacGillivray’s explanation of the provisions of the Act on this 
head is fulland clear. Fortunately it 1s no longer necessary for the 
lecturer to secure his rights by giving notice to two justices of the 
peace. Attention may also be called to the notes on section 3, 
which defines the period of copyright—the life of the author and 
fifty years after his death—and section 5 (2), which confers the right 
of assignment, but includes the curious proviso that the copyright 
for the last twenty-five years of this period is not assignable by the 
author during his life. The work is an excellent guide to the law 
under the new Act. 


Mr. Hurrell’s book is framed on a different plan. Before giving 
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the text of the Act he summarizes under successive headings— 
“Subjects of Copyright,” “ Author,” &c.—the various matters with 
which the Act deals, and explains the relevant provisions of the Act, 
iving references to such of the decided cases as are still useful. 
ese pages give a clear summary of the law as now settled. The 
text of the Act itself is but little incumbered by notes. Section 11 
reserves the provisions of the Musical (Summary Proceedings) 
pyright Act, 1902, and the Musical Copyright Act, 1906, and these 
are interleaved with the Act of 1911, in the same type, so as to follow 
that section ; but this arrangement is confusing. Separate Acts, 
unless they are clearly shewn by distinctive type, should follow 
the principal Act. One of the appendices contains forms of publishing 
agreements. The book is a useful handbook to the new law. 








Police Code. 


Tue Pouice Cope. By the late Sir Howarp Vincenr, C.B. 
FirtEENTH Epition, REVIsED BY THE COMMISSIONER OF POLICE 
roR THE Metropouis. Butterworth & Co. 


Code” is a somewhat pretentious name for the little guide to 
Metropolitan Police-law which the late Sir Howard Vincent com- 
iled for the use of the force. “The popular A B.C. Guide to the 
uties of a Policeman” would be a more appropriate title, since all 
it professes to contain is some popular information arranged in 
alphabetical order. No statutes or cases are quoted, so that the work 
is scarcely a lawyer’s book ; but much sound advice and many useful 
hints for the benefit of the constable appear in its pages, 





Books of the Week. 


Statutes.—Chitty’s Statutes of Practical Utility, arranged in 
Alphabetical and Chronological Order, with Notes and Indexes. Sixth 
Edition. By W. H. Acas, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Vol. III. 
“Copyright” to “Customs.” Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 

Year Books.—Selden Society Year Books of Edward IL., Vol. 
VII. ; The Eyre of Kent, 6 and 7 Edward IL, A.D. 1313-1314, Vol. 
II. Edited for the Selden Society by Witt1amM Crappock BoLLAND, 
Barrister-at-Law ; the late FrepERIC Witt1AM Marrianp, Down- 
ing Professor of the Laws of England, Cambridge, and the late 
LEVESON WILLIAM VERNON Harcourt, Barrister-at-Law. Bernard 
Quaritch. d 

The Judicial Committee—The Practice of the Priv 
Council in Judicial Matters in Appeals from Courts of Civil, 
Criminal and Admiralty Jurisdiction, and in Appeals from Ecclesias- 
tical and Prize Courts, with the Statutes, Rules and Forms of Proce- 
dure (founded upon “Safford and Wheeler’s Practice of the Privy 
Council in Judicial Matters”). By Norman Bentwicu, Barrister- 
at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Salford Court of Record.—The Salford Hundred Court of 
Record Acts, 1868 and 1911 (31 and 32 Vict., cap. cxxx. and 1 and 2 
Geo. 5, cap. clxxii.), with the Orders, Rules, Forms and Scales of 
Costs made thereunder and relating thereto, and a List of the Court 
Fees. With a Table of Contents and Cross-references between the 
Rules and Forms. Terry & Co. (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


The Insurance Act. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


_ Sir,—TI, as a solicitor,am wondering what attitude we, as solicitors, 
intend to adopt on the above subject. Will any of your readers 
suggest any reasons why I should not follow the tactics adopted 
by my Liberal friends over the Education Act and be a “ passive 
resister” 7 

Let me illustrate my position. I always pay my clerks full 
wages in sickness (as my name is hot disclosed it will be appreciated 
t am not seeking sibcipeteamant in stating this). 

Let me.quote several cases :— 

1. That of a shorthand clerk who was away nearly six months. 
He received full salary for the whole period. 

2. A senior clerk away for six weeks. Paid him full salary. 

3. An articled clerk receiving a salary, away several times during 
hie articles. Paid full wages. 

In addition to the foregoing I have a provident fund to which I 
set aside £5 per annum for each married clerk, so that in case 
I die he will receive the sum, and if he dies his wife will receive it. 

Further, I full salary for all holidays, annual or otherwise. 

Why should | i do more for any clerk ? 





There is also this ron to remember, salaries are far higher than 
they used to be—at least, I find it so in the country, and the amount 
of business is less ; moreover, since the Lloyd George Finance Act 
one has to wait the pleasure of the land valuer and the land valua- 
tion office before any deceased person’s estate can be wound up, so that 
one’s costs and out-of-pocket payments cannot be got in for long 
periods, Lut the clerks must be paid ev ry Saturday. 

The present position of a country solicitor with a small practice 
and a large family is a serious one, and his burdens are likely to 
increase, both in regard to rates, taxes and cost of living. 

It must be remembered, also, a country solicitor’s income is likely to 
be materially affected in the future by the fact that the county councils 
are buying up thousands of acres of land which will be locked up for 
ever, and can never, therefore, be a source of any income whatever to 
any solicitor. A Country Soxicrror. 

June 17. 

[We shall be glad if any of our other solicitor readers will tell us 
what they propose to do.—Ed. S./.] 





Receiver Appointed under the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881. 

To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. 

Sir,—Section 24, sub-section (8) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
nea that “the receiver shall apply all money received by him as 
ollows (namely) (iv.) In payment of the interest accruing 
due in respect of any principal money due under the mortgage ; and 
shall pay the residue of the money received by him to the person 
who, but for the possession of such receiver, would have been entitled 
to receive the income of the mortgaged property, or who is otherwise 
entitled to that property.” 

Can you refer me to any authority as to the meaning of the last 
paragraph ? 

Take the case where there are two mortgages on the property. A - 
receiver is appointed by the first mortgagee, and the receiver is able 
to pay up all interest on the first mortgage. What is he to do with 
the surplus? Is he to pay it to the first mortgagee in reduction of 
principal ? or to the second mortgagee? or to the mortgagor ? 

It does not seem to me by any means clear. W. ae Ws 
[We yee to consider our correspondent’s letter hereafter. 
tp, Se ° 


The Law Association. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—Owing to my most unfortunate mistake in entering the date 
of the recent scant court for the 10th of June instead of the 30th 
of May, I was not present to move my motion with reference to a 
reduction of the amount annually applicable for the relief of non- 
members’ cases. 

If my error occasioned inconvenience to any member, I express 
my regret tohim. I fear, however, I am the chief sufferer, for in my 
absence and without any previous intimation to me, I am told that 
Mr. P, E. Marshall moved the re-election of all the directors except- 
ing myself, but without drawing attention to the omission of my 
name ; and therefore, after having been a director for, 1 suppose, 
about twenty years, Iam suddenly reduced to the ranks. Will 
you allow me to express my thanks -to my former colleagues 
on the Board for the invariable courtesy I have received 
at their hands during the many years I have sat with them and 
joined in their endeavours to alleviate the wants of others. 

Differences of opinion we have had, but we always managed to 
work harmoniously and in what we conceived to be the best 
interests of the profession. A. Toovey. 

2a, Granville-place, Portman-square, W., June 12. 





*,* We have letters of protest against the judgment of Phillimore, 
J., in Re Hart--one correspondent remarking that he cannot 
imagine how the business of the country could be carried on if that 
judgment had stood. As the judgment has been reversed, we do not 
print the letters. 








On the 14th inst. Mr. Remnant asked the member for St. George’s- 
in-the-East, as representing the First Commissioner of Works, if he 
could state whether the building now in course of erection adjoin- 
ing the Land Registry, in Lincoln’s Inn-fields, is being built for 
the Government, and, if so, under what Act, and for what pur- 
pose was it intended.—Mr. Wedgwood Benn replied that the answer 
to the first question was in the affirmative. The Act was 63 and 64 
Vict., c. 19. Until the accommodation was required by the Land 
Registry, the greater part of the building would be occupied by 
the Land Valuation Department, which works, to some extent, in 
co-operation with the Registry. 
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Points to be Noted. 
Conveyancing and Equity. 


Land Tax—Redemption as to Land Adjoining a Highway 
—Hxoneration ad msdium fllum.— Where the land tax on land 
adjoining a public highway has been redeemed, the tax is redeemed 
to the middle of the highway because of the presumption that the 
soil up to that line belongs to the adjoining owner ; and this will 
cover the case of an undergrouad railway, constructed under the 
highway subsequently to the redemption —CrntTraL Lonpon 
RarLway Company v. Crry or Lonpox Lanp Tax CoMMISSIONERS 
(C. A., July 23, 1911) (55 Sontcrrors’ JourNaL, 714; 1911, 2 Ch. 
167). Decision of Swinfen Eady, J., noted vol. 55, p. 496, reversed. 


Vendor and Purchaser—Default by Purchaser—Right of 
Vendor to Deposit.—A vendor obtaining rescission owing to 
default by the purchaser is (in the absence of express stipulation) 
entitled to the deposit, whether it is in the hands of stakeholders or 
in his own, because the deposit is at once part payment and a sort of 
guarantee.—HaAtt v. BuRNELL (Eve, J., July 31, 1911) (55 SoLicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 737; 1911, 2 Ch. 551). 


Ancient Lights—Obstruction— Measure of Damages.—In 
estimating the damages recoverable for the obstruction of ancient 
lights, it is proper to take into account the diminution in value of a 
property taken as one building site, even if only part of it is 
depreciated as existing teuements—Grirritu v. RicHaRD CLAY 
& Sons (Limrrep) (Neville, J., Dec. 20) (1912, 1 Ch. 291). 


Executor—Right to Pledge—Notice of EBxecutorship.— 
A mortgagee, or pledgee, or purchaser from an executor of personal 
property of the testator may properly assume that the executor is 
acting in the execution of his duty. But this applies only where 
the mortgage, or pledge, or sale is made by the executor as such, and 
not where the other party has no reason to suppose that he is dealing 
with an executor.—SoLomon v. ArrenporouGu (C. A., Feb. 5) (56 
SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 270; 1912, 1 Ch. 451). Decision of Joyce, J., 
noted vol. 55, p. 773, reversed. 


Trade Name -— Transfer of Use of Name — Right to 
Trade in that Name.—A man may trade in his own name even 
if he has been the servant of a company and his so trading will cause 
confusion between the company’s business and his own. But he can- 
not, instead of using his own name himself, transfer the right to use 
it to another company so as to cause confusion ; for he is then 
transferring an asset which is not his but the former company’s.— 
Kineston, Mitten & Company (Luwrrep) ». Taomas Krneston 
& Company (Liwrrep) (Warrington, J., Feb. 14) (56 SoLicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 310; 1912, 1 Ch. 575). 


Charity—Trust for Religious Education—Failure—Cy- 
pres.—A charitable trust for education coupled with a particular 
religious denomination having failed, the endowment should be 
appropriated for the education (apart from denominational instrue- 
tion) of the class intended for benetit, and not applied for the general 
purposes of the denomination.—ATroRNrEY-GENERAL v. Price (C.A., 
Feb, 28) (1912, 1 Ch. 667). 

Vendor and Purchaser— Open Contract— “ Leasehold” 
House.—An open contract to purchase “leasehold” premises, 
which appear on the face of the abstract of title to be held on an 
underlease and to be part only of the premises comprised in the 
head lease, may be rescinded on the ground of failure to shew a good 
title, if not on the ground that the term is only a sub-term ; for the 
purchaser would be liable to be defeated by the acts of persons over 
whom he had no control—Re Lioyps Bank (LIMITED) AND 
LILLINGTON’s Contract (Warrington, J., Feb. 29) (56 Soxicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 380 ; 1912, 1 Ch. 601). 


The statutory definition of a “ habitual criminal,” in the Prevention 
of Crime Act, 1908, is meeting with severe reprobation. At the 
Central Criminal Court last week, before the Recorder, a prisoner 
was found guilty of burglary. He was then charged with Seine a 
habitual criminal, Counsel, says the 7'imes, objected that the notice 
to the prisoner that he was to be proceeded against as a habitual 
cr minal was not a good one, as the requisite seven clear days had not 
elapsed since it was served. The Recorder said: I overrule your 
objection. You may go to another place and argue the point if you 





like. They will be pleased to see you. Evidence was called on behalf | 
of the prisoner to prove that he had worked for an egg merchant for 
four months this year. The Recorder said that that ended any possi- | 


bility of his being convicted as a habitual criminal. After some further 


discussion, the Recorder remarked: I wish to goodness they would | 


repeal the Act. It is a great nuisance. It gives infinite trouble, and 
it seems almost impossible to prove a case. I must direct the jury 
to find a verdict of “‘ Not guilty” on this charge. The jury thereupon 


found the prisoner not guilty of being a habitual criminal. | chaser gave the boarders notice to quit, an 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


GENN v. WINKEL. No. 1. 16th and 17th June. 

Sate or Goops—SaLe orn RetuRN—SvB-TRANSFER ON SALE OR RetuRn-- 
‘* Act ApoPTING THE TRANSACTION ’’—SaLe or Goops Act, 1893 (56 & 
57 Vicr., c. 71), s. 18. 

Where a person who has received goods on sale or return delivers them 
to another person on sale or return, he thereby does ‘‘an act adopting 
the transaction”’ within the meaning of section 18, rule 4 (a) of the 
Sale of Goods Act, 1893, so that the property in the goods passes to 
him. 

Kirkham v. Attenborough (1897, 1 Q. B. 201) followed and explaigied. 

Appeal by the defendant from a judgment of Scrutton, J. (reported 
17 Com. Cas. 103, 28 T. L. R. 226). The plaintiff, Genn, a diamond 
merchant, in January, 1910, handed the defendant, Winkel, at his 
request, a parcel of diamonds on sale or return to submit to a 
probable purchaser. A few days later’ Winkel told Genn he had sold 
the diamonds, and they could be charged against him. What subse- 
quently happened was this: Winkel had given the diamonds to a 
man named Gutwirth on the same terms to sell for him as he had 
received them from Genn, and Gutwirth had lost them. Both Genn, 
the plaintiff, and Gutwirth had insured against loss. Gutwirth assigned 
his policy to Genn, who then allowed Winkel to proceed in his 
(plaintiff's) name against the underwriters on both policies. The 
underwriters took the point that upon Genn’s policy there was nothing 
due, because the diamonds were not in his possession when they were 
lost. The action was settled by the payment of £105 in respect of 
the goods, and £30 for costs, leaving a balance of about £260, which 
Genn claimed in this action to recover from Winkel. At the trial 
Scrutton, J., held on these facts that there had been an out-and-out 
sale as between Genn and Winkel, and the former was entitled to 
recover from him the agreed price of the diamonds. 

Vavenan WitiaMs, L.J., said that Lord Esher, in Kirkham v. 
Attenborough (supra), had said: “‘It is necessary to consider the 
principles adopted by the courts, and now, unhappily, as I think, 
codified in the Act, the language of which is unfortunately chosen 
Lord Esher had there to consider the code and construe it. The 
particular passage was s. 18, rule 4, of the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, 
which ran thus: ‘‘When goods are delivered to the buyer on 
approval or ‘on sale or return’ or other similar terms, the property 
therein passes to the buyer: (a) when he signifies his approval or 
acceptance to the seller or does any other act adopting the transaction ; 
(6) if he does not signify his approval or acceptance to the seller, but 
retains the goods without giving notice of rejection, then, if a time 
has been fixed for the return of the goods, on the expiration of such 
time, and, if no time has been fixed, on the expiration of a reasonable 
time. What is a reasonable time is a question of fact.” In his Lord- 
ship’s opinion, the defendant here had done an act adopting the 
transaction. A person who received goods on sale or return, if there 
was a time fixed for the return of the goods, or if not, so long as « 
reasonable time for the return of such goods had not expired, was 
under the liability of a bailee only, so that no action lay against 
him except for negligence, but where there was a fixed time, and it 
had expired, it was otherwise. [His Lordship then referred to the 
facts in this case.] There was really no evidence as to the terms upon 
which Winkel had hbné@ed the goods to Gutwirth, or what the 
position of’the third party was. It was said that the goods were lost. 
As a matter of fact everyone agreed that the goods were gone, and 
could not be returned. In these circumstances the plaintiff called upon 
the defendant to return the diamonds. The defendant said he could 
not do this because he had handed them to someone else, and they 
had been lost. The question was this: Had this state of things 
resulted from any act of the defendant? Clearly it had; and therefore 
the defendant had placed himself within the panginante of Lord Esher 
and Lord Justice Lopes in Kirkham v. Attenborough (supra). He did 
not read those judgments as limiting the liability of persons who took 
goods on sale or delivery to cases where there was an intention on 
their part to adopt the transfer of the goods. It was sufficient that 
the bailee had knowingly done an act under which he transferred 
the goods to Gutwirth, and when called upon to return the goods, he 
(the defendant) became liable because he did not, in fact, return 
them. A reasonable time had elapsed; the defendant explained his 
inability to return them by simply saying the goods had been lost, and 
he could not do so. The decision of Scrutton, J., must therefore be 


| affirmed. 


Fietcuer Movtron and Bucxiey, L.JJ., gave judgment to the 
like effect. Appeal dismissed with costs.—Counset, for the defendant, 
Ernest Pollock, K.C., and Morle; for the plaintiff, Rawlinson, K.C., 
and R. J. White. Sortcrrors, John J. Hands & Lindo; Julius A. 
White. 

[Reported by Ensxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


DOTESIO v. BIS8. No. 2. 17th June. 


Contract—Ricut or Repuptation—Damace Cavsep By VENDOR 10 
Supsecr Matrrer—Dvry or Purcuaser Repupiatine. 

The purchaser of a boarding establishment in leasehold premises 
took possession by agreement before the date fixed for completion. A 
distress having been put in for rent due _— the vendor, the pur- 

repudiated the contract. 
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Held, that this circumstance was not so damaging or ‘destructive to 
the subject matter as to entitle the purchaser to repudiate. 

Per Farwett, L.J.—The giving notice to quit was wrongful, as it 
was the purchaser's duty, even if entitled to repudiate, to take the 
best care of the subject matter till the vendor had an opportunity of 
resuming control. 


The appellant was the proprietor of a boarding-house in Prince’s 
square, Bayswater. On the 6th of March, 1911, he contracted to sell the 
lease to the respondent, together with the furniture on the premises and 
the goodwill of the business. For the purpose of stamp duty the fur- 
niture was valued at £750 and the premises and goodwill at £50. 
Completion was fixed for the 25th of March, 1911, but it was 
provided that on depositing the sum of £315 in a bank the respondent 
might take possession sooner, and be entitled to the profits, and liable 
for the outgoings, as from the date of taking possession. The re- 
spondent exercised this right, and took possession on the 7th 
of March, but on the 10th of March she received a de- 
mand from the landlord for the rent due at Christmas, 
1910, which was, it appeared, unpaid. This letter was not com- 
municated to the vendor’s agent until the 15th, owing to a difficulty 
in finding his address, and on the evening of the same day a bailiff 
was put in possession under a distress for rent. Thereupon the re 
spondent decided to repudiate the contract, and, calling the boarders 
together, gave them notice to quit the next morning, when they and 
she abandoned the premises. The rent claimed was paid soon after- 
wards, but the business being at an end, the premises were seized and 
sold by a mortgagee. The appellant then issued a writ against the 
respondent for damages for breach of her agreement, and the latter 
alleged, in defence, that the conduct of the appellant in leaving the 
rent unpaid, whereby the goodwill was damaged in the eyes of 
boarders and tradesmen, entitled her to repudiate the agreement, and 
she counterclaimed for damages. Parker, J., at the trial held the 
defence to be good, and the counterclaim was, therefore, not pro 
ceeded with. The plaintiff appealed. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., stated the fact, and continued: This -is a 
peculiar case, in which, unfortunately, the conduct of the parties has 
given rise to much damage. The respondent thought that the good 
will was the important part of her purchase, and that the damage 
done by the presence of the bailiff entitled her to repudiate. But a 
breach of one stipulation in a contract by one party is not enough to 
entitle the other to rescind. There must be actual destruction of the 
subject matter, mere danger is not sufficient. If the bailiff had re 
mained a considerable time he might have done damage, but the mere 
fact of his presence for a few days, through no fault of the respondent. 
could not have destroyed the goodwill, and I think she was wrong in 
repudiating so emphatically by giving the boarders notice to quit. 

Farwett, L.J., delivered to the same effect, adding : Where the 
right of repudiation exists it must be exercised reasonably by giving 
the vendor time to take over and care for the subject matter. There 
was no need for the respondent to give the boarders notice to quit. 
No one would suggest that the purchaser of a dairy farm on becoming 
aware of his right to rescind might walk out, leaving the cows unfed 
and unmilked. 

Kennepy, L.J., concurred, and the appeal was allowed, the questions 
of damage being referred back to the judge, unless the parties agreed.— 
Counset, Martelli, K.C.. and Alec. Neilson; Romer, K.C., and J. G. 
Joseph. Sortcrrors, Percy C. Ray; Kearly, Son, & Karruth. 

[Reported by F. Gurnee Suirn, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re WAREHAM. WAREHAM v. BREWIN. No.2. 13th June. 


Wri—Girr or Rents AND Prorits or Resrpur—INTENTION TO GIVE 
Rents or LEASEHOLDS IN Specte—Rvuie 1n Howe v. Lorp Darr- 
MOUTH—CAPITAL AND INCOME. 

A testator gave his residuary estate to trustees on trust to permit 
his widow to receive the rents and profits thereof for her own use and 
benefit. The residue comprised freeholds and leaseholds. 

Held that, on the true construction of the will, there was no in 
tention that the rents of the leaseholds should be enjoyed in specie, 
hut that the rule in Howe v. Lord Dartmouth applied. and the widow 
was only entitled to interest on the capital value of the leaseholds at 
the date of the testator’s death. 

Re Game (1897, 1 Clr. 881) approved. 


A testator bequeathed his residuary estate to his executors on trust 
to permit his wife to receive the rents and profits for her own us: 
and benefit, and after her death on trust to divide the residue what 
soever the same might then consist of between two named persone. 
There was a trust to invest in snecified stocks, but no trust for sale. 
The residuary estate consisted of freeholds and leaseholds with from 
twelve to forty-two years unexpired and of investments. Neville, J.. 
held, on the authority of Re Game (1897, 1 Ch. 881), that the rule in 
Howe v. Lord Dartmouth applied, and that the widow was not entitled 
to receive the rents of the leaseholds in specie. but only a proportion 
thereof equal to the interest which the leaseholds would have produced 
if sold at the testator’s death and invested in Consols. In support of 
the widow’s appeal. it was contended that Re Game (supra) was in 
consistent with earlier authorities, in which a similar gift had been 
held to entitle the tenant for life to enjoyment of the rents in specie. 

THe Court. Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Farwett and Kennepy, 
L.JJ., were of opinion that the word ‘‘rents”’ in the gift was. satis- 
fied by being referred to the real estate, and they had no doubt that 
Re Game (supra) was correctly decided, and that the earlier cases 





such as Wearing v. Wearing (23 Beav. 99), Re Elmore (9 W.R., 
66), and Vachell v. Roberts (32 Beay. 140), ought to be overruled. Ap- 
peal dismissed with costs.—Counser, W. H. Cozens-Hardy; Maughan. 
SoLicrTors, Calder Woods & Pethic k, for Urry Woods & Pethick, 
Ventnor ; Crowders, Vizard, Oldham, & Co. ; 

[Reported by F. Gururie Suirz, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re OLIVIERI. HAMILL v. RUSCONI. No. 2. 13th June. 
Wiutt—Lecactes—Priortry—Worps, ‘“ Arrern MAkina Provision.” 


A testator bequeathed certain personal legacies, and continued “ after 
making provision for the above-mentioned sums, I direct” certain 
legacies to be paid to charities. The estate was insufficient to pay all 
the legacies in full. 

Held, that the personal legacies had priority over the charities. 

Decision of Joyce, J., affirmed. 

Appeal from a decision of Joyce, J., on the construction of a will, 
in which the testator, after giving various legacies to members of his 
family and friends, continued, ‘‘ and after making provision for the 
above-mentioned sums, I direct” certain legacies to be given to chayri- 
ties. The estate was insufficient to pay all the legacies in full, 
and Joyce, J., held that the personal legacies must be paid in full, 
and the charitable legacies abate inter se. One of the charities ap- 
pealed. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The rule to be applied here is stated by 
Malins, V.C., in Re Hardy (17 C. D., at p. 803), ‘Sone general prin- 
ciple is that every testator in making gifts by his will must be con- 
sidered as entertaining the notion that his assets will be sufficient to 
pay all in full unless he shews to the contrary. This also 
is clear, that the gift of, first, a legacy to A, and secondly 
a legacy to B, or a _ direction that one legacy shall be 
paid at one time and another legacy paid at another period 
does not create any priority between the legatees. Therefore the 
question in every case is whether the testator has by his will shewn 
an intention to give priority to a particular legacy.’’ I feel no diffi- 
culty in arriving at the conclusion that this testator has shewn such 
an intention. [His Lordship read the bequest, and said :] None of the 
charities are to take anything until after provision has been made, No 
doubt ‘‘ after’? might merely mean priority in point of time, as when 
the testator says “‘ firstly, secondly, etc.,’’ meaning that all shall rank 
equally. But I am not contradicting any authority in holding that 
the earlier legacies have priority. 

Farwett, L.J.—When he says ‘“‘after making provision,’’ his words 
are equivalent to ‘‘ subject to making provision.” 

Kennepy, L.J.—The reasonable and plain meaning of the words 
coming between the two classes of legacies cannot be that all are to 
be on the same footing. Appeal dismissed.—Counser, Carden; Rolt; 
Deighton Pollock. Soricrrors, Lumley & Lumley, for A. C. Hayes, 
Birmingham; Whitelock & Storr, for Stephen Gateley d&: Sons, Bir 
mingham; Durrant, Cooper, & Furness. 

[Reported by F. Gururre Smirz, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re SEARLE. RYDER v. BOND. Joyce, J. 12th June. 


LuNATIC—ADMINISTRATION 9F EsTATE—ALTERATION OF CHARACTER OF 
Property—PurcHAse OF RevERSION OF LEASE UNDER ORDER OF 
Court—DEvoLuT1ION—CoONVERSION—PROPERTY Passtnc To Herr as 
REALry. 

The quasi-receiver of a lunatic’s estate, under an order of the Master, 
purchased the freehold reversion of leasehold property to which the 
lunatic was beneficially entitled ; the Master's order authorizing the pur- 
chase making no provision as to the devolution of the property. 

Held, that the leasehold interest became merged in the freehold re- 
version, and as free hold passed, on the death of the lunatic, to the heir 
at law. 

This was an originating summons to determine questions arising on 
the administration of the estate of Irene Dorothea Searle, deceased, a 
person of unsound mind not so found by inquisition. A lease was 
vested in a trustee upon trust for the lunatic for her life, with re- 
mainder to Jane Ryder for life, with remainder, in effect, to the 
lunatic absolutely. During the continuance of the lunacy the quasi- 
receiver, appointed under section 116 of the Lunacy Act, 1890, in the 
course of his management of the lunatic’s estate, and with the express 
sanction of the Master in lunacy, entered into an arrangement with the 
owner of the freehold reversion that the lease should be surrendered so 
as to merge in the freehold reversion, and that the reversion and the 
lease so merged should be purchased and held by the trustee, subject to 
a perpetual rent charge. The Master’s order, dated the 9th of Janu- 
ary, 1903, authorizing the purchase, ordered, inter alia, that the quasi- 
receiver be authorized to purchase the reversion in fee of the said 
lease, and to surrender the lease, but contained no provision as to the 
devolution of the property. The purchase was completed on the 21st 
of March, 1903. Irene Dorothea Searle died intestate on the 2nd of 
November, 1911, Jane Ryder having predeceased her, and the 
plaintiff was her heir-at-law and administrator. The question to 
be determined was whether the said leasehold property, to 
which the said Irene Dorothea Searle had become beneficially 
entitled, was duly converted into real estate during the life 
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time of the said Irene Dorothea Searle, and passed to the plaintiff 
as heir-at-law. For the plaintiff it was argued that conversion took 
place as from the date of the Master’s order. For the defendants, the 
next of kin of the deceased, it was contended that the purchase of 
land out of personalty by the committee or quasi-receiver of a lunatic’s 
estate, with the sanction of the Master, did not ordinarily affect the 
devolution of the lunatic’s estate, unless such alteration of the devolu- 
tion was definitely decided upon by the court or Master. Here the 
Master’s order was silent on the point, so the ordinary practice in such 
cases should be followed, and the property held not to be converted : 
Attorney-General vy. Marquis of Ailesbury (12 A. C. 672) and Re Bad- 
cock (4 My. & Cr. 440). 

Joyce, J., in giving judgment, said: Such an arrangement as this 
could clearly have been made by the committee of a lunatic so found 
by inquisition with the sanction of the Lords Justices, and it could 
equally be made by the quasi-receiver of a lunatic with the sanction 
of the Master. The order of the 3rd of January, 1903, gives express 
liberty to purchase the reversion in fee of the leasehold premises upon 
payment of a perpetual rent charge of £13 10s., and it was ordered 
that the present lease might be cancelled. 
was settled and approved by the Master, and the seal of the Master 
affixed in the margin thereof. I find in Heywood and Massey’s Lunacy 
Practice (3rd ed., p. 160) this statement : ‘‘ The Masters have jurisdic 
tion under the sections of the Lunacy Act, 1890, dealing with manage- 
ment and administration, to sanction the purchase of real estate on 
behalf of a lunatic. But such sanction will only be granted under 
special circumstances—e.g., when it is desirable to purchase a house for 
the lunatic’s residence, or a piece of land is required to round off an 
estate [which seems to be the case here] and complete a series of 
transactions commenced by the patient when sane. A satisfactory 
title to the real estate must be shewn. There is no conveyancing coun- 
sel to the lunacy office, but the Masters generally direct that counsel 
shall advise both in the contract for purchase and the abstract of title. 
The order for purchase is drawn so as to protect the interests of per- 
sons who may be entitled on the death of the patient to share in his 
estate, and preclude any advantage to the heir-at-law at the expense 
of the next of kin. 
ceiver in trust for the lunatic, his heirs, executors, administrators or 
assigns, regard being had to the source from which the purchase money 
was derived.’’ Although that is the rule, it is within the power of 


Further, the conveyance | 





The conveyance will be to the committee or re- | 


the court, in lunacy, to alter the nature and devolution of the estate of | 


the lunatic, although it will not always do so. In the present case the 
order says nothing as to preserving the rights of the next of kin, the 
reason of which may be very probably that it was not considered worth 
while to do so. It was thought to be for the benefit of the lunatic’s 
estate that the lease should be surrendered in exchange for a perpetual 
rent charge, though it is not possible for me to say what the advan- 
tage was. 
propose to say that the order in this case was not properly made. The 
Master in lunacy knew what he was doing, and I think I must give 
eect to the order as it stands, 
‘converted ’’ (which is the word used in the summons), but I hold 
that the leasehold merged in the freehold reversion, and that the pre- 
mises were in fact freehold and passed, on the death of the lunatic, 
as freehold to her heir-at-law.—Counser, W. ZL. Richards, for the 
plaintiff; W. H. Cozens-Hardy, for the defendants. Soricrrors, for 
both parties, Crowders, Vizard, & Oldham for Windeatt & Windeatt, 
Totnes. 
[Reported by R. C. Carninotoy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


WORSLEY ». SOCIETY FOR PROPAGATION OF 
THE GOSPEL, Joyce, J. llth June. 


Coptcr, or Resipvary Bequest IN 
Wit. 


Re PEREIRA. 


Witt—Copicit—--ReEvocaTIon By 


The court had power to make such an order, and I do not | 


I do not say that the leasehold was | 
| covered. 





A tes'atrix, by her will, made in 1875, bequeathed the residue of her | 


property upon trust, after a life estate, for a charitable society, and by 
a codicil, made in 1901, she thereby appointed W. her residuary legatee, 
‘ bequeathing to her all that is not specified in my will.” 

Held, that the codicil was antagonistic to the residuary gift con- 
tained in the will, and was an effective revocation of the same. 


This was an originating summons taken out to determine questions 
arising out of the will and codicils thereto of a testatrix, who by her 
will, dated the 2nd of October, 1875, after specific bequests and 
devises, bequeathed the residue of her estate to her executors upon 
trust, after payment of debts and testamentary expenses, for her 
sister for life, and after her death for the Society for the Propaga- 
tion of the Gospel, absolutely. By a codicil. dated the Wth of Sep- 


tember, 1901, the testatrix provided as follows :—‘‘I bequeath to 
my executors as souvenirs my two diamond rings. I hereby appoint 
the plointi¥ oe my residvory legatee. hequesthing to her all that 


is not specified in my will.’’ By a further codicil, dated the 0th of 
September, 1904, the plaintiff was appointed an executrix of the will. 
The question for determination was whether the residuary bequest 
in the codicil was a revocation of the residuary bequest contained in 
the will. On behalf of the plaintiff it was argued that the codicil 
must be taken to revoke the gift in the will, in order to give effect 
to the codicil as a separate document: Hardwick v. Douglas (7 
Cl. and F. 795). Fownes-Luttrell v. Clark (1876, W.N. 168), and Jarman 
on Wills, 6th Ed., p. 173. For the defendants it was contended that 


there were no express words of revocation, and that it was a rule laid 
down by authority that in such a case clear words of revocation were 
necessary. 


Joyce, J., in giving judgment, said : No doubt there is a well-esta. 
blished rule that where there is a gift in clear terms made by a will, 
the gift cannot be taken away afterwards, except the revocation of the 
gift be clear and unmistakable. In this case the testratrix by a codicil, 
made many years after the date of the will, says: ‘‘I hereby appoint 
so-and-so my residuary legatee, bequeathing to her all that is 
not specified in my will.’’ The codicil, being a later instrument than 
the will, would be prima facie intended to alter the testamentary dis- 
positions contained in the will, and whatever may the meaning of 
the words ‘‘ specified in my will,’’ I feel no doubt as to this codicil. 
The words of the codicil are antagonistic to the residuary bequest 
contained in the will, and, in my opinion, the gifts of residue in the 
will in favour of the society is effectively revoked.—Counset, Bryan 
Farrer; D. D. Robertson.—Soricitors, Farrer & Co.; Nicholl, Manisty, 
& Co, 

[Reported by R. C. Carrinoton, Barrister-at-Law.] 


BAYLIS AND OTHERS v. THE BISHOP OF LONDON. 
Neville, J. 7th June. 


TitHe Rent CHARGE—PAYMENT IN ERROR—MISTAKE OF Fact—Ricnt To 
RecoveR—PRINCIPAL AND AGENT—BankRuptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vicr., c. 52), secrion 52—Tirne Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict, c. 8), sxc- 
TION 10, SUB-SECTION 2. 

Where certain moneys payable as tithe rent charge had been de- 
manded. in error by a sequestrator of the property of a bankrupt rector, 
and had been paid by mistake by the trustees of the estate out of which 
they had formerly been properly payable after the right to demand 
them had ceased, 

Held that the destination of the money could not be assumed beyond 
the sequestrator, and that the sequestrator was liable to refund such 
moneys, he being something more than an agent of the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy of the bankrupt rector. 


A lease of certain lands, subject to a tithe rent charge of £36, was 
granted to C. B. Baylis. The lease expired in The demised 
property adjoined certain freehold lands belonging to C. B. Baylis, in 
respect of which a tithe of £23-was payable. C. B. Baylis died in 
1887. In 1895 the lease was not renewed, and the lands demised were 
accordingly given up by Mr. Baylis’s trustees. Shortly before the ex- 
piration of the lease, the rector of the parish in which the property was 
situated became a bankrupt, and in 1897 his trustee in bankruptcy, in 
pursuance of the provisions of section 52 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
applied for a sequestration of the profits of the benefice. In June, 
1897, the then Bishop of London sequestrated the tithes, and appointed 
a sequestrator. By an error the trustee in bankruptcy of the rector, 
and also afterwards the sequestrator, continued to demand payment of 
the £36, the tithe payable in respect of the demised lands from the 
trustees of Mr. Baylis after the lease had expired, and the lands had 
been surrendered ; and the demand for the £36 and the £23 payable in 
respect of Mr. Baylis’s own lands being made upon the same form the 
trustees continued to pay in error until in 1910 the mistake was dis- 
The trustees then claimed repayment of the amount paid 
during the previous six years. The sequestrator claimed from the 
person occupying the lands demised since 1895, but by reason of section 
10, sub-section 2, of the Tithe Act, 1891, he was only able to recover 
the two stims of £36 for the preceding two years, which he paid to 
the trustees. The trustees brought this action to recover the balance. 
Counsel for the plaintiff contended that the money was recoverable as 
money paid under a mistake of fact, and he referred to Harding v. 
Hall (1842, 10 M. & W. 42). Counsel for the defendant argued that the 
sequestrator was only an agent who was bound to pay over the money 
collected to his principal, the trustee in bankruptcy; and that it was 
inequitable for the plaintiffs to make the agent pay out of his own 
pocket a loss which arose from their own mistake in paying. ; 

Nevute, J., after stating the facts, said : I am of opinion that this 
money was paid under a mistake of fact, and that accordingly the 


| foundation of a right to recover is laid. The next question is whether 


the bishop, as sequestrator, is liable to repay. The law as laid down 
in the cases cited appears to be that an agent who has honestly received 
money and paid it over is not liable, but can that be extended to the 
case of every person who has received moneys not for his own benefit? 
I am of opinion that in this case, at any rate, one cannot assume the 
destination of the money beyond the hands of the person receiving it, 
and I think therefore that the bishop is liable-—Counset, Jenkins, 
K.C., and Manby; Lord Robert Cecil, K.C., and Frank Phillips. Sott- 
crtors, R. R. G. Norman; Lee, Bolton, & Lee. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


YEATMAN v. HOMBERGER & CO. Eve, J. 12th June. 


Passtno Orr—Trape Name—Issve or Crrcutars—Innocent User— 
DISCLAIMER BEFORE ACTION BROUGHT—WITHDRAWAL OF CIRCULARS— 
INJUNCTION. 

The defendants issued and distributed price lists in which they inno- 
cently misrepresented their goods as being those of the plaintiffs. Be- 
fore action brought they disclaimed any intention to pass off their 
qoods as the plaintiffs’, and undertook not to issue any more of the price 
lists complained of. 

Held, that the disclaimer was not a sufficient defence without some 
active steps being taken to withdraw the price lists, and that the plain- 
tiffs were therefore entitled to an injunction. 


This was an action for an injunction to restrain the defendants from 
selling or advertising for sale under the name of “Taylor” oF 
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a 
“Taylor’s’’ any port wine not imported by.the plaintiffs, and from in 
any way passing off port wine not of the plaintiffs’ importation as the 
plaintiffs’ port wine. The plaintiffs were a firm of port wine shippers 
trading under the name of Taylor, Fladgate & Yeatman, and from 
1840 the port wine ots vee by them had \ onl known in the trade as 
“Taylor’s.’’ The defendants had recently issued a price list or circular, 
some 35,000 of which had been distributed, in which under the head of 
vintage ports was the following entry : ‘‘ Taylor’s, vintage 1908, bottlin 
year 1910, price 27s.’’ It was admitted that the port there Senetbet 
was not the plaintiffs’ wine, but it was alleged by the defendants that 
they had used the name ‘‘ Taylor’s ’’ by inadvertence for the name Alex- 
oiler D. Taylor, who was, in fact, the shipper. The defendants dis- 
claimed any right or intention to use the word ‘ Taylor,’’ and con- 
tended that the court ought not to grant an injunction against an inno- 
cent defendant who had disclaimed before action brought. 

Eve, J. : The circumstances of this case are somewhat peculiar. The 
defendants are executors of L. Homberger, who died in 1911, and who 
revious to his death carried on business as a wine merchant, which 
edeees was continued by the defendants. The defendants had no prac- 
tical knowledge of the business, and availed themselves of the services 
of 8. Homberger as manager, who was a son of the testator and had 
been associated with him in the business. In September, 1911, 8. 
Homberger drafted a price list or circular which, having been approved 
by the defendants, was widely distributed. It contained the follow- 
ing entry: ‘‘ Taylor’s, vintage 1908, bottling year 1910, price 27s.,” 
which the plaintiffs alleged represented that it was their port, though 
it was in fact obtained from another shipper. On the evidence it had been 
established that the ‘defendants were not directly responsible for the 
entry, their attention not being directed to it, and the manager said 
the Tist was prepared in the stress of business and in forgetfulness of 
the plaintiffs’ rights, which explanation was accepted by the plaintiffs 
as truthful. The defendants contended that having disclaimed before 
action brought there was no cause of action, and that where an innocent 
infringer consents to abandon user as soon as his attention is called to 
it no action will lie. The question therefore is whether the defendants 
put themselves in the position of having abandoned any intention of 
persisting in the user of which the plaintiffs complained. I do not 
think they did, and I think they could only have done so by taking 
some active measures to withdraw the offer. The circulation of the 
price list was a continuing offer to sell the wine in question, and the 
offer of the defendants not to continue the entry was not sufficient 
unless there was some overt act on their part to withdraw the list. 
Their offer was only not to issue any further list and not to sell wine 
as Taylor’s, but it contained nothing to counteract the effect of the 
circulation of the circular, and fell short of what the plaintiffs were 
entitled to ask for. There was therefore a good cause of action at the 
date of the writ, and what I have now to determine is whether, there 
being a good cause of action, I ought to grant an-injunction. No 
doubt most of the circulars would find their way into the waste paper 
basket, but there were people who kept such things, and it was quite 
possible that some of those who had received them might have retained 
them with a view to availing themselves of the offer at some future 
time. The plaintiffs, therefore, were entitled to consideration, and 
something ought to be done to rectify the mistake. I must, there- 
fore, grant an injunction, but as the defendants are honest men who 
would wish to do what was right by the plaintiffs, I will suspend the 
injunction for a period in order to give the defendants an opportunity 
of putting matters right, and if they do that the injunction will not 
come into operation.—CounseL, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Ward Cold- 
ridge; Clayton, K.C., and Maugham. Sorscrrors, Monier-Williams, 
Robinson, & Milroy; Nordon.& Drury. 

[Reported by 8. BE. WutisMms, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re TREVOR-BATYE’S SETTLEMENT. BULL v. TREVOR-BATYE, 
Parker, J. 4th June. 


. 
SerrLeEMENT or Persona Estate—Power To INvest 1n Reat Estate— 
Purcuase By Trustees or TimBer EstateE—RENTS AND PROFITS— 
PeriopicaL CuTrInGS—TENANT FOR Lire—REMAINDERMAN. 


Where a timber estate has been purchased under a power in a settle- 
ment to invest in real estate, the net proceeds of sale of the trees cut 
from time to time in the proper course of the management of such an 
estate after payment thereout of all costs of replanting, repairing fences, 
and all other proper costs incidental to the proper preservation and 
management of such an estate, would be rents and profits arising under 
the settlement, and would accordingly be payable to the tenant for life. 


This was an originating summons taken out by trustees to determine 
whether certain moneys ought to be treated as income or as capital. A 
marriage settlement made in 1902 contained the usual trusts of personal 
property settled by the wife in favour of the wife for life, with re- 
mainder to the husband for life, with remainder in favour of the chil- 
dren of the marriage, and the settlement contained a power to sell and 
invest the trust funds in the purchase of real estate, which was to be 
conveyed to the trustees on trust for sale, and till sale the rents and profits 
were to be paid to the person who would have been entitled to the income 
of the trust premises invested in the purchase thereof if no such in- 
vestment had been made. In 1904 the trustees sold part of the trust 
premises, and purchased a freehold estate in the county of Buckingham 
containing 391 acres, of which 115 acres or thereabouts consisted of 
woodlands, nearly all the trees being beech trees. The total purchase 
money was £12,087, of which £2,718 represented the value of the 
timber, A considerable number of beech trees had been cut prior to 


4 





the purchase by the trustees, and till December, 1910, there had been 
no further cutting. At that date and afterwards the trustees author- 
ized sales of such trees as were considered ripe for felling and proper to 
be felled in the ordinary course of management, the sales realizing some 
£1,222. The value of the beech trees left standing on the estate was 
equal to or greater than the value at the date of the purchase by the 
trustees. 


Parker, J., after stating the facts, said : In my opinion the words 
“‘rents and profits ’’ in this settlement do include the periodical pro- 
ceeds of sale of the trees cut on this timber estate which has been 
purchased by the trustees under their power to invest in real estate. 
But such periodical proceeds of sale are only the proceeds of sale after 
paying thereout all the costs of replanting the estate whenever neces- 
sary and of repairing the fences and of doing all such other acts and 
incurring all such other expenses as are necessary to be done and in- 
curred in the proper management and preservation of such an estate as 
a timber estate, and it is this ultimate balance only which is payable to 
the tenant for life. In my opinion this is only a question of the 
construction of the settlement, and my opinion is fortified by the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in the case of Dashwood v. Magniac 
(1891, 3 Ch. 306).—Counset, Alexander Grant, K.C., and Warwick 
Draper; Romer, K.C., and Dighton Pollock; Kenneth Wood. Sott- 
citors, Bull & Bull; Ellis & Ellis. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re EBENEZER HALL, Deceased. WATSON v. HALL, 
Parker, J. 13th June. 


Witt—Girr or Carriaces, Horses, Harness, AND STABLE FURNITURE 
—Some CARRIAGES AND Horses Sotp—Moror-Car PurcHasep— 
Moror-Car Nor Inciupep 1n Girt—Co..ocatTion or Worps EsuspEM 
GENERIS witH Horse TRACTION ONLY. 


Where a testator, by his will, gives his carriages, horses, harness, and 
stable furniture to his wife, and subsequently to the making of his 
will sells some of his carriages and horses, and purchases a motor-car, 
such motor-car does not pass under the gift of carriages, horses, harness, 
and stable furniture. 


This was an originating summons taken out by the surviving 
executor and trustee of the will of Mr. Ebenezer Hall, of Abbeydale 
Park, Dronfield, Derbyshire, to construe a clause in the said will which 
is as follows: ‘“‘I give to my said wife absolutely all my carriages, 
horses, harness, and stable furniture and effects, and all my farming 
live and dead stock (other than the implements and utensils referred 
to in clause 6 of this my will).’’ There were other questions raised 
by the summons. The facts were as follows: The testator made his 
will on the 14th of September, 1905, and died on the 28th of June, 
1911, leaving a widow, and there was evidence that at the time 
of his death he was the owner of a motor-car, which he purchased 
towards the end of the year 1910 at the price of about £1,000, and 
that at or about the time he purchased the car he sold all his horses 
and carriages (except one horse and two carriages), and that before 
such sale he was in the habit of owning three or four horses and 
several carriages. This summons was taken out to raise the question, 
among others, whether the motor-car, with its accessories, passed to 
the widow under the above-mentioned bequest. Counsel for the widow 
contended that the bequest passed the motor-car. He contended that 
such a car was a carriage, although it was not propelled by horse 
power. [Parxer, J.: If I held that this motor-car was a carriage 
within the meaning of the clause, perhaps I should be asked to also 
include an aeroplane.] Counsel for the widow referred to Re Howe, 
Ferniehough v. Wilkinson (1908, W. N. 223) where Eve, J., held that 
‘‘houselreld effects’’ included motor-cars kept in a motor-house in 
the yard of a testator’s dwelling house. , 


Parker, J., after stating the facts, said: I am of opinion that 
this motor-car did not pass by the gift of ‘‘all my carriages, horses, 
harness, and stable furniture and effects.’’ I think that, having regard 
to the collocation of words in which the word “‘ carriages ’’ appears here, 
the testator meant to give only such carriages as were used in con- 
nection with horses, harness, and stables. If I were to hold otherwise 
it might be contended that every means of travelling which came into 
use after the testator made his will was a carriage within the meaning 
of this gift.—Counset, H. B. Howard, J. W. Manning, W. EF. Vernon, 
and H. S. Howard. Soxtcrrors, Geare & Willis for H. & A. Maz- 
field, Sheffield. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re HART. Ex parte THE TRUSTEE. C.A. No.2. 17th and 23rd May ; 

17th June. 

BanKRupTrcy—VoLuUNTARY SETTLEMENT—PuRCHASE FROM DONEE UNDER 
VotunTaRy SeTrtement Arrer Act or Bankruptcy by SETTLOR-— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr., c. 52), s. 47. 

The bonkrupt made a voluntary transfer of shares to his daughter 
within two years before his bankruptcy. After he had committed an 
available act of bankruptcy, but before a receiving order had been 
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made against him, the daughter transferred the shares to a boné-fide 
purchaser for value who had no notice of the act of bankruptcy. 

Held (reversing Phillimore, J.), that the trustee was not entitled 
to set aawle the tranafer to the bona-fide purchaser, or to recover the 
shares, as the purchase had been completed before the trustee came 
into existence. 

Doctrine of Re Carter & Kenderdine’s Contract (1897, .1 Ch. 776), 
applied and extended. 

Appeal from the decision of Phillimore, J., given on the Ist of 
April, 1911 (reported ante, p. 445). On the 14th of October, 1909, 
the bankrupt voluntarily transferred certain shares in Hart’s Accu- 
mulator Company (Limited) to his daughter, Evelyn Hart, for the 
nominal consideration of ten shillings, and also made a similar transfer 
of shares to his son. At this date actions were pending againt him at 
the suit of the petitioning creditor for the recovery of £301 and 


of his wife, on all the residue of his property, to secure a debt of 
£2,926. On the 18th of February, 1910, judgment was given against 
him in both the above-mentioned actions. On the 3lst of March 


| 


| 
| 
| 


change would be safe if Flora Lomas is to be deprived of her shares, 
If I may adopt the words of Lindley, L.J., “‘to my mind good sense 
is shocked by such a startling conclusion as that.’’ The Court of 
Bankruptcy is a Court of Equity, and equity has for centuries granted 
relief in cases such as this, and held that a purchaser for value 
without notice of bankruptcy shall not be annoyed. See Wilkes y, 
Bodington (2 Vernon 599), In my view, the trustee cannot claim 
these shares as against Miss Lomas. Whether he can recover from 
Miss Hart the money she received for them is a question upon which 
I express no opinion. 

Bucxtey, L.J.—The cases of Re Brall, Ex parte Nortom, and Re 
Vansittart, Ex parte Brown (1893), 1 Q. B. 181, which were approved 
in Re Carter & Kenderdine’s Contract, plainly shew that if Miss 


| Lomas had bought before the date to which the trustee’s title related 


he committed an act of bankruptcy by non-compliance with a bank- | 


ruptcy notice, and a petition was presented against him on the 4th 
of April. On the 13th of April Evelyn Hart transferred the shares 
in question, for good consideration, to Flora Lomas, who had no 
knowledge of the act of bankruptcy committed by Hart. 
ceiving order was made against Hart on the 22nd of April, and he 
was adjudicated bankrupt upon the 13th of May. Upon the Ist of 
April, 1911, the trustee in the bankruptcy moved, before Philli- 
more, J., to set aside the transfer from the bankrupt to Evelyn 
Hart, and to set aside the further transfer from Evelyn Hart to 
Flora Lomas, and for an order that Flora Lomas should transfer 
the shares in question to the trustee. Phillimore, J., set aside both 
the transfers, and ordered Flora Lomas to transfer the shares to the 
trustee, holding that, at the date of the second transfer, Evelyn Hart 
had no title in the shares to convey, because they were then already 
the property of the trustee, whose title related back to the act of 
bankruptcy committed by Hart on the 4th of April, 1910. Miss 
Lomas appealed against this decision, and counsel, on her behalf, con- 
tended that the first transfer was not void before the trustee came 
into existence, and argued that section 47 ought not to be construed 
so as to defeat the title of a bond-fide purchaser for value, unless such 
a construction was inevitable. He cited May on Fraudulent and 
Voluntary Conveyances, 3rd ed., p. 252, George v. Milbanke (9 Ves. 
195), Daubeny v. Cockburn (1 Mer. 638), Morewood v. South Yorks 
Reilwayn Co. (3 H. & N. 798), and Wilkes v. Bodington (2 Vernon 
599). Counsel for the respondent contended that the original settle- 
ment was void as against the trustee from the 3lst of March, 1910. to 
which date his title related back, and that, after that date, Evelyn 
Hart had no property in the shares to transfer. He cited Re Carter 
& Kenderdine’s Contract (1897, 1 Ch. 776), Re Vansittart, Ex parte 
Brown (1893, 2, Q. B. 377), and Fe Brall, Ex parte Norton (1893, 
2 Q. B. 381). 


Tne Court reserved judgment. 


Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The facts in this case give rise to a question 
of law of great importance and considerable difficulty. Phillimore, J., 
has held that the transfer by Hart to his daughter was and is void 
as a voluntary settlement, and that the subsequent transfer from 
Miss Hart to Miss Lomas is void on the ground that the trustee’s 
title had accrued prior to that transfer. No doubt the title of 
the trustee does relate back to a date prior to that transfer, and it 
has been contended that, as there is no saving clause in section 47, such 
as there is in sections 48 and 49, a purchaser in good faith and for value 
after that date is not protected. We must consider carefJly the lan 
guage of section 47, and some of the decisions in that section. In 
Re Brall, Ex parte Norton (supra) Vaughan Williams, J., held that 
**void”’ in that section means “ voidable,’’ and that. the moment it 
is assumed that a settlement is not void ab initio, those authorities 
apply which decide, under 27 Eliz., c. 4, that a purchase for valu- 
able consideration from a person making title under a voluntary 
conveyance relates back so as to prevent the original conveyance being 
a voluntary conveyance within the meaning of the Act. So far as 
IT am aware, Re Rrall has never been questioned, and it was ex 
pressly approved by the Court of Appeal in Pe Carter &- Kenderdine’s 
Contract (supra). It has also been held that section 47 does not 
vest the property comprised in the voluntarv settlement in the trustee 
(Sanquinetti v. Stuckey’s Bank (1895), 1 Ch. 176). The true view, 
therefore, is that a voluntarv settlement is not void, but is only 
voidable, upon the motion of the trustee, who must apply to the 
court for a declaration to that effect and for consequential relief, and 
is in the same position as any other liticant who seeks a declaration 
that a deed is voidable on the ground of fraud, or undue influence, or 
otherwise. It is settled law that. however good a claim might be 
as against the grantee, the plaintiff cannot succeed if there has been 
a subsequent transaction for value and without notice. On the 13th 
of Avril who was the owner of these shares? Only one answer is 
nossible—Flora Lomas, who acquired them from the registered owner. 
The property was of such a nature that no investigation of the title 
of the transferor was possible, and it would be almost shocking to 
deprive her of the pronertv she acquired in good faith. I think T 


am entitled to do what Lindley, L.J., did in Re Carter &: Kenderdine’s 
Contract—viz.., “*to consider what the consequences would he if the 
other conclusions were arrived at.” 


No purchaser on the Stock Ex- 
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back her title could not have been attacked. We must consider 


| Ww ic i Jey i Cart » Kenderdine’s Con- 
£180. On the 14th of November he executed a charge, in favour | whether the dicta of Lindley, L.J., in Re Carter & Kenderdine’s Con 


tract, do not apply to this case. If Miss Lomas’s title is bad then all 
purchases from voluntary donees will be impeachable. There is no 
difficulty in saying that section 47 renders voluntary settlements 
voidable as between the trustee and the volunteer, but not as be 
tween the trustee and a bond-fide purchaser. This conclusion is 
justified by the fact that section 47 has no such saving clause as 
sub-section 2 of section 48, the reason being that no such clause is 
required. It is enough to say that a bond-fide purchaser for value, 
whose purchase is complete before the trustee comes into existence, 
has a good title to the property purchased. 

Kennepy, L.J.—The difficulty in this case is that the purchase by 
Miss Lomas took place after the accrual of the trustee’s title, other- 
wise the decision in Re Carter 4: Kenderdine’s Contract would apply. 
The question is not easy to decide, but I am prepared to hold that 
the court ought to extend the equitable principle of Fe Carter & 
Kenderdine’s Contract to the present case, and I am supported in 
this view by the indgment of Wright. J.. in Re Slobodinsky (1903, 
2K. B., at pp. 531, 532) :—‘* It may be that, although section 49 in 
its terms protects only those alienees who have taken immediately 
from the debtor, some degree of protection may be supplied on grounds 
of equity, even to secondary alienees. In cases of settlements avoided 
under the Statute of Elizabeth, or under section 47 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, it has been found possible, even at law, to protect 
persons who, before the occasion for avoiding a settlement has arisen, 


| have become purchasers or incumbrancers for value without notice 


of grounds for avoidance. There is much greater difficulty in cases 
where the trustee’s title is established by relation back, and the 
statute contains no applicable exception. . . Eauity, however, did 
not altogether refuse relief: See Avery v. William (1 Vern. 27), 
Collett v. De Gols (Cas. t. Talb. 65), Latouche v. Lord Dunsany (1 Sch. 
& Lef. 137, 152), and Wilkes v. Rodington (2 Vern. 599); and it mav 
be that at the present day it would be right to apply, or even extend, 
the equitable doctrine.”” The purchaser in the present case is with- 
out stain, and T think the court should apply the equitable doctrine 
referred to by Wright, J. If we were obliged to decide otherwise a 
disturbing element of title would be brought into all dealings in 
shares. Appeal allowed.—Counset, Hansell; Frank Mellor. Soract- 
tors, James T'urner; Edwards, Herne, &: Co. 


[Reported by P. M. Francxz, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING, 


The annual genera! meeting of the members of this society will be held 
at the Society’s Hall (Chancery-lane entrance), on Friday, the 5th of 
July, 1912, at 2 p.m. The following are the provisions of hye-Jaw 15 
as te the bnainess to be transacted at an annual general meeting, 
namely :—“ The bnsiness of an annual gereral meeting shal] be the 
election of President, Vice-President. and membeis ef Council, as 
directed by the charter, and also the election of auditors ; the reception 
of the accounts submitted by the anditors for aprroval, the recention 
of the annual report of the Council, and the disposal of business 
introduced by the Council, and of any other matter which may con- 
sistently with the charter and bve-laws be intreduced at ench meeting.” 
On the next page will be found the names of the candidates nominated 
to fill the eleven vacancies in the Conncil. and in the offiees of Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, and auditors, with the names and addresses of 
thei: nominators. 

Mr. Epwarp A. Bett has given notice: “To ask the President 
whether or not the Council will give its support to the Bill now before 
Parliament to enable women to become barristers. solicitors, or 
Parliamentary agents (Legal Profession—Admiasion of Women).” 

Mr. F. BRINSLEY HARPER will move: “ 1. hat in the opinion of the 
Law Society it is desirable that official shorthand writers should be 
appointed in all courts of justice. 2. That any party to anv proceeding* 
(and, with the consent of a master, any other person) shall te entitled 
to obtain copies of the said notes or anv part or parts of them on pavment 
of such fees as shall be fixed by H.M. Treasury. 3. That acopy of these 
two resolutions be sent to the Lord Chancellor, the judges, and the Bar 
Couneil.” S. P. B. BucKNILL, Secretary. 
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[ist OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY NOMINATED AS MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL TO BE ELECTED AT THK ANNUAL GENERAL 


MEETING ON THE 5TH OF JULY, | 1912. 





Name of Candidate. 


| Address. 





———— 


John Field Beale 


Lewin Bampfield Carslake ... 


+*Alfred Henry Coley 


*Sir Homewood Crawford 


Alfred Davenport 
*Samuel Garrett 


+*William John Humfrys 


+Frank Marshall 


t*Joseph Farmer Milne 


+Kenrick Eyton Peck 


*Richard Stephens Taylor ... 


*William Howard Winterbotham ... 


| 
| 16, Great George-street London, 
S.W. 


| 50, Old Broad-street, London E.C. 


63, Temple-row, Birmingham 


The Guildhall, Loudon, E.C. 


| 48, Chancery-lane, London, W.C.... 


| Rectory House, St. Michael’s-alley, 
Cornhill, London, E.C. 


...| Hereford ion i “a 





Newcastle-upon-Tyne 





7, Mount-street, Manchester 


26, Ker street, Devonport ... 


4, Field-court, Gray’s Inn, London, 
W.C. 


| ( William John Humfrys .. 


1, New-court, Carey-street, London, 
Ww.c, 


Names of Nominators. 





Charles Leopold Samson 
Charles Henry Morton ... 
William John Humfrys ... 
Charles Leopold Samson 
{ Charles Henry Morton 
) James Hargreave ... 
' Charles Ekin os 
Charles Henry Morton 
(Hon. Secretary of the Associ- 
\._ ated Provincial Law Societies) 
William John Humfrys .. 
Sir Henry James Johnson 


Edwin Freshfield, LL.D. 


Sir Thomas Henry Devereax 
Berridge 
Wiiliam ‘Sohn Humfrys ... 
Charles Leopold Samson.. 
Charles Henry Morton 
William John a 
Thomas Rawle... * 
\7 Reginald Masefield 
(President of the Herefordshire 
Incorporated Law Society) 
John Reginald Symonds... son 
(Hon. Secretary of the Here- 
fordshire Incorporated Law 
Society) 
Charles Henry Morton ... 
(Hon. Secretary of the Asso- 
. ciated Provincial LawSocieties) 
John Archbald Dixon 
(President of the Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne Incorporated Law 
Society) 
Alfred Octavius Hedley .. 


| Sir William John Crum 
j 
\ 








oJ (President of the Sunderland 


Incorporated Law Society) 
Charles Henry Morton 
|| (Hon. Secretary of the As:o- 
ciated Provincial Law Societies) 
/ William Herbert Foyster 
|| (President of the Manchester 
Law Society) 
Robert Norris ‘ 
/ (President of the Liverpool In- 
| _ cor orated Law Society) 
| Charles Henry Morton ... 
(Hon. Secretary of the Asso- 
. ciated Provincial Law Societies) 
Jobn Pearse Dobell on 
| (President of the Incorporated 
Law Society of Plymouth) 
| Christopher Lethbridge Cowlard 
(President of the Cornwall 
| Law Society) 
| ¢ tharles en Morton ... 
(Hon. Secretary of the Asso- 
ciated Provincial Law Societies) 
( Sir Henry James Johnson 





| 
| 
| 
| 


| Robert Ellett ... 4. om 
William John Humfrys .. 
Charles Elton Longmore, CB... 





| 








Address. 





Hereford. 


6, Austin Friars, London, E.C. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool, W. 

Hereford. 

6, Austin Friars, London, E.C. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool, W 

37, Waterloo-street, irmingham. 

36, Waterloo-street, Birmingham. 
5, Cook- street, Liverpool, W. 


| Hereford. 
7. Leadenhall-street, 


London, 


C. 
New Bank Buildings, 31, Old 


Jewry, London, E.C. 
17, L enhall- Street, London, E.C. 
11, Old Broad-street, ‘London, E.C, 


Hereford. 

6, Austin Friars, London, E.C. 
5, Cook-street, Liverpool, W. 
Hereford. 

1, Bedford-row, London, W.C 
Ledbury. 


Hereford. 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool, W. 


5, Wellington-street, Gaveshead. 


43, West Sunniside, Sunderland. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool, W. 

40, Brazennose-street, Manchester. 
11, Union-court, Liverpool, 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool, W. 
Plymouth, 

Launceston. 

5, Cook -street, Liverpool, W. 


101, Leadenhall-street, London, 
E.C. 


Cirencester. 
Hereford. 
Hertford. 


List OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS PROPOSED AS PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Charles Leopold Samson 


Walter Trower a7 an 


6, Austin Friars, London, E.C., 


and Manchester 


5, New- square, Lincoln’s Inn, Lon- 
don, 


List OF QUALIFIED PeRsONS Propusep AS AUDITORS OF THE SOCIETY. 


| {Sir Frank Crisp 
‘| John Wreford Budd 


f Robert Ellett . 
|\ Cecil Allen Coward 


Maurice Albert Tweedie... 


John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A. | 10, y's London, i Maurice Neate .. 


Arthur, Pearce one 


Mitchell Templeton... 


63, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
w.c. 


9, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, 


London, E.C. 


London, 


‘Charles Herbert Dorman 
Edward Henry Nash 

|bememan Burnand Lodge 
Edmund Whitelock Reeves 





17, Throgmorton-avenue, London, 
E 


24, Austin Friars, London, E.C. 


Cirencester. 
30, Mincing-lane, London, E,C. 


5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 

16, Southampton- or _Blooms- 
bury-square, London, W.C. 

23, oer street, Strand, London, 


6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s Inn 
London, W.C. , ; 


2, New-court, ” Lincola’s Inn, 
London, W.C. 
ll, alg Lincoln’s Inn, 


London, W.C. 


* The Candidates marked thus * are retiring Members of the Council, who, Leing eligible, have been nominated for re-election. 


+ The Candidates marked thus + are propose 


ed in accordance with the scheme of nomination of the Associated Provincial Law 


Societies pursuant to the resolution of the Fociety relating to country vacancies, adopted on 5th July, 1907. 
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The Law Society. 
THE PROVINCIAL MEETING. 


The Council have accepted an invitation from the Incorporated Law 
Society for Cardiff and District to hold the provincial meeting this 
year in Cardiff. It will accordingly be held in that city on Tuesday 
and Wednesday, the 24th and 25th September next, and the pro- 
ceedings will, it is expected, be as follows :— 

Monpay, the 23rd September.—Visitors will arrive in Cardiff, and 
the Right Hon. the Lord Mayor and the Lady Mayoress will give 
a reception and ball in the City Hall in the evening. 

Tugspay, the 24th September.—Members will meet at the Univer- 
sity College of South Wales and Monmouthshire at 10.30 a.m., when 
the Lord Mayor (Alderman J. W. Courtis, J.P.) will take the chair, 
and, having welcomed the members attending the meeting, will vacate 
the chair. The President of the Law Society will then deliver his 
address. This will be followed by the reading and discussion of 
papers contributed by members of the Society. The meeting will 
adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon in the Park Hall, and will 
close at 4.30. Afternoon tea will be provided in the Park Hall. In 
the evening there will be the banquet, which will be held in the 
Park Hall. Tickets will be 12s. 6d. each, exclusive of wine, and can 
be obtained from the honorary secretaries of the Reception Committee 
on or before the 5th September. 

WEDNESDAY, the 25th September.*—The meeting will be resumed at 
11 a.m., when the reading and discussion of Papers will be continued. 
The meeting will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon as on the 
previous day, and will close at 4.30. Afternoon tea will be provided 
in the Park Hall. In the evening members will be invited to attend 
a musical entertainment in the Park Hall. 

Tuurspay, the 26th September.—The Cardiff Society are arranging 
two excursions :—(1) To Ilftacombe (by water); (2) To the Wye Valley 
and Forest of Dean. Particulars will be given in the detailed pro- 
gramme. 

Arrangements are also being made for members to visit public 
buildings, works, and other places of interest in the neighbourhood. 

Arrangements will also be made for excellent golf links in the neigh- 
bourhood being placed at the disposal of ladies and gentlemen attend- 
ing the meeting. 

Each member will be entitled to take a lady to the above enter- 
tainments and excursions, and ladies will also be able to attend in the 
balcony of the Park Hall to hear the speeches and musical entertain- 
ment which will follow the banquet on Tuesday evening. 

Should you propose to attend the meeting, I shall be obliged if you 
will signify your intention, on or before the Ist day of August, to 
Mr. Waker Scott or Mr. Gilbert Scott, the honorary secretaries of 
the Reception Committee, whose address is 25, Duke-street, Cardiff, 
stating whether you will be accompanied by a lady. The hon. secre- 
taries will then send you further particulars and, if required, informa- 
tion as to hotels and other accommodation. 

The Council will be glad to receive communications from members 
willing to read Papers at the meeting. 

Should you contemplate favouring the Council with a Paper, I am 
desired to ask you to let me know the subject of it on or before the 
Ist day of August. The Council will then consider the subjects pro- 
posed, and select such as they consider are the most suitable for 
discussion at the meeting, and will intimate their opinion to members 
in time to enable them to prepare their Papers. 

Those members whose Papers are not among those selected may, 
nevertheless, prepare and submit them, and they will be read and 
discussed should the time at the disposal of the meeting suffice. 

Subject to the control of the President of the Law Society, each 
member attending the meeting will be at liberty to speak and vote 
upon any matter under discussion, but all resolutions expressive of 
the opinions of the meeting will be framed in the form of recommenda- 
tions or requests to the Council to take the subjects of such resolu- 
tions into their consideration. 

8. P. B. Bucknitt, Secretary. 





Legal Education in Wales. 


The half-yearly meeting of the Joint Board of Legal Education for 
Wales was held at Shrewsbury on Friday, 14th June, the President 
(Mr. R. S. Cleaver, of Liverpool) in the chair. There were also present 
Principal Roberts (Aberystwyth), Messrs. Colbourne and Dauncey 
(Newport), E. W. Jones and Stanley Owen (Swansea), A. C, Macintos 
(Cardiff), G. Lort Stokes (Tenby), L. Lloyd John (Corwen), J. Hopley 
Pierce (Wrexham), F. Llewellyn Jones, LL.B. (Mold), and the Hon. 
Secretary, D. Lleufer Thomas (Stipendiary Magistrate of Pontypridd). 

It was reported that the University of Wales had appointed the 
Right Hon. Sir S. T. Evans as one of its representatives on the 
Board, in succession to the late Dr. R. D. Roberts. 

Statements were submitted as to the courses of lectures given and 
the number of students attending them during 1911-12 at Aberystwyth, 
Cardiff, and Swansea respectively. 

The instruction given at Aberystwyth was of a two-fold character— 
namely, degree courses in law extending over the whole year, and 
attended by thirty-eight students, and a short summer course attended 
by twenty-seven students, of whom seventeen were acticled clerks from 








* The annual general meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association will be held 
at the University College, on Wednesday, September 25th, at 10.15 a.m. 








various parts of Wales. The short course consisted of four lectures 
a day between May Ist and June Ist. 

The extension lectures given by the Aberystwyth Staff to articled 
clerks at Swansea, in the spring of this year, constituted the eighth 
annual course of the kind, and were attended by some seventeen 
students. The instruction at these two places was given by Professor 
T. A. Levi, B.C.L., and Mr. Raleigh Batt, the Pocliuet and Lecturer 
in Law at Aberystwyth College. 

The lectures at Cardiff were given by the law lecturer, Mr. Bertram 
Jacobs, LL.B., appointed last September under a special arrangement 
entered into between the Board and the College authorities at Cardiff. 
In all, thirty-five students attended. 

The Board’s receipts for the year 1911-12 included the sum of £200 
originally granted by the Law Society to the Swansea centre, which 
transferred that amount to the Board on its formation, students’ fees 
amounting to £120 (but not including the university students in law), 
and £67 subscriptions. Out of this total the Board made a grant of 
£200 in respect of the work at Aberystwyth and Swansea, and £100 
in respect of that done at Cardiff. 

It was reported that the Law Society had increased its grant to 
the Board in respect of 1912-13 to £300. ‘ 

A request was received that an extension course might be arranged 
for next session in some North Wales town, and the matter was 
referred to the North Wales members of the Board. 

Applications for courses of lectures for 1913-14 should be in the 
hands of the hon. secretary by the end of August, so that they may 
be considered at the annual meeting of the Board, to be held at 
Llandrindod Wells on the 14th of September. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were calied to the Bar on Wednesday :— 

Lincotn’s Inn.—J. 8. Mason (Certificate of Honour, C.L.E., Trinity, 
1912), Brasenose Coll., Oxford, and London Univ.; C. M. T. Irving 
(Certificate of Honour, C.L.E., Trinity, 1912), London Univ. ; H. P. R. 
Foster, King’s Coll., Camb., B.A., LL.B. ; Jamshed Mervanji Boyce ; 
Bhojraj Lalchand Kundanani; E, J. Harding, Hertford Coll., Oxford, 
M.A.; F. Walmsley; Satyendra Nath Bose, Christ’s Coll., Camb. ; 
Sudhindra Nath Banerjee, Downing Coll., Camb., B.A. ; Manohar Lal, 
Christ’s Coll., Camb., B.A., Hoacurs; Rup Narain; M. E. C. Bag- 
gallay, Trin. Coll., Camb., B.A.; Ithiel Kolajo Doherty; A. L. 
Dakyns, Ball. Coll., Oxford, M.A.; J. S. Johnson; C. M. C. Rudkin; 
Karm Chand Mital; Mir Sultan Mohidin; Saw Pah Dwai (admitted as 
Saw Ba Yin), St. Catharine’s Coll., Camb.; G. L. Higgins, London 
Univ. ; Khwaja Mohamed Ataullah; Khalifa Shujauddin, Fitz William 
Hall, Camb. ; Shaikh Abdul Razaq; Jyotish Chandra Ray; Kishori Lal 
Beri; Mir-Zynuddin, London Univ.; Muhammad Abdulla Khan; 
Naubat Rai Bhalla; B. Barrios (a Member of the Mexican and Spanish 
Bars); P. Deseille, Docteur en Droit de l'Université de Paris; Badshah 
Husain Siddiqi; Kasim Raza; Wazir Hasan Akbari; J. Dhar; Mohan 
Lal Tannan, Birm. Univ.; Hiranand Khushiram Kirpalani, Merton 
Coll., Oxford; Talib Masih Alexander; Moti Lal; Ikram Ullah Shah ; 
Tasaddug Ahmed Khan Shervani, St. Peter’s Coll., Camb. ; Kanhiai- 
yalal Bawania; Eluppai Lakshmana Iyer; R. N. Ebenezer; Vinjamuri 
Gopala Krishna Iyengar, Edin. Univ., M.A. ; Mahar Nur Mohammad ; 
Kanwar Jysbir Singh, Ball. Coll., Oxford; Tara Singh Narula (ad- 
mitted as Tara Singh); Mohomed Abu Saeed Mirza; Abbas Alikhan, 
Edin. Univ., M.A., LL.B.; Debendranath Basu (a Vakil of the High 
Court, Calcutta); Abdul Rahman; Raghunath Balvant Tikekar. 

InnER Tempte.—P. Grant Jones, Certificate of Honour, Easter Term, 
1912; F. W. Brambeer, Cemb. ; R. C. A. Close, M.A., Oxford; FE. 8. de 
Stein, B.A., Oxford; F. Ricard, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; J. G. Fairfax, 
B.A., Oxford; A. E. de Silva, B.A., Camb.; R. L. Barrow, B.A., 
Camb. ; B. Rochford, B.A., Oxford; H. Ramsbotham, B.A., Oxford ; 
E. W. Horner, Oxford; B. F. Ayton, Oxford; H. R. Stables, B.A., 
Oxford; H. G. E. Vardon, Oxford; J.. Nehru, B.A., Camb.; M. P. 
FitzGerald, B.A., Camb.; F. R. Phillips, B.A., Oxford; J. F. Har- 
rison; T. Harris; W. Banks; C. S. Rewcastle, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; 
W. A. Bainbridge, B.A., Camb. ; G. M. B. Macdonald, B.A., Oxford ; 
E. M. Gorst; G. J. Salmon; J. C. Manning, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; 
M. A. A. Khan; T. G. Cook, M.A., Camb.; H. F. Andorsen, B.A., 
Oxford ; the Hon. C. T. Atkinson, B.A., Dublin; and E. V. Longworth, 
Dublin . 

Mippte Tempte.—Syed Fazl Ali, B.A., Allahabad, Certificate of 
Honour, C.L.E., Easter Term, 1912; R. M. Aldao; D. O. Morris; 
F. H. Gosling; G. F. L. Bridgman; A. du P. Denning; 8. C. V. 
Addinsell; G. Rufus Isaacs, B.A., Oxford; Mohamed Jaffar, B.A.. 
Allahabad ; H. M. Timpany, M.Sc. Vict. ; Syed Mustafa Raza; Murari 
Lal Batra, B.A., Queen’s Coll., Oxford; E. H. St. C. Miller; Mathura 
Prasad; W. A. Hewson; Syed Zayer Hosain; Basit Ali; W. H. 
Williams; Sri Ram; Hari Ram; Thanwardas Pritamdas Chandanani ; 
S. H. Le Marchant ; E. C. Watchorn, LL.B., Tasmania; J. P. Raffray ; 
Madan Gopal; A. M. Edmeades ; Kidar Prashad Bhutnagar ; Mulk Raj 
Kapur; Corvasji. Merwanji Dotivala; Mohamed Sultan Ahmed Bil- 
grami; G. C. Mort; Mahendra Pal Singh; J. A. Luckhoo; J. A. Pace; 
Narendra Nath Sinha; Ajit Kumar Mitter; Raj Kishore Lall; Murari 
Prasad ; Kailas Nath Chak; R. Biske, B.A., Wadham Coll., Oxford; 
T. E. Roseby, M.A., Sydney. 
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Gray’s Inn.—Satish Chandra Bagchi; Thambi Rama Nathan; 
Shantwan Narayen Athawale, B.A., Allahabad Univ.; A. E. Reed; 
W. H. Ratton; Syed Abdul Aziz, B.A., Downing Coll., Camb. ; E. T. 
de Silva; W. H. Gattie; C. N. Paget; W. J. André, Trinidad Govern- 
ment Scholar; J. L. Crouch; Sabihuddin Ahmed; C. L. Izod; H. B. 
Gasper; T. H. Holt-Hughes; Labh Singh, B.A., LL.B., Caius Coll., 
Camb., M.A., and Punjab Univ.; Surendra Nath Datta, M.A., 
Edin. Univ., B.A., and Calcutta Univ. ; Diwan Chand Bhandari; Sures 
Mohan Basu, B.A., Calcutta Univ. ; Raj Krishna Gupta, M.A., Punjab 
Univ. ; Prabhala Vencatarama Sastri; Syed Sayid Alam, B.A., LL.B., 
Downing Coll., Camb.; Adrian Dingli, M.A., LL.D.. Malta Univ., 
Doctor of Laws, Univ. of Rome, Advocate of the Malta Bar; G. C. 
Ishmael. 








Obituary. 
Mr. P. Gellatly. 


Mr. Peter Gellatly, solicitor, formerly of the firm of Messrs. 
Gellatly & Warton, and subsequently of Messrs. Gellatly, Son, & 
Barnett, of Dock House, Billiter-street, London, died on the 17th 
inst., at the age of eighty-one years. Mr. Gellatly was admitted 
in 1856, and during his professional career took an active part in 
the proceedings of the Epping Forest Commission and in the arbi- 
tration before the late Sir A. Hebhouse. He was for many years 
a verderer of the Forest. He was a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant 
for Essex. J 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 

Sir Davip Brynmor Jones, K.C., M.P., has been made a Privy 
Councillor. He is Recorder of Merthyr Tydvil. 

Mr. Witt1Am Puirson Beate, K.C., M.P., has been made a Baronet. 
He is member of Parliament for South Ayrshire. 

Mr. Justice Joun Epwarp Power Wa ts, M.A., barrister-at-law, 
a Puisne Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Fort St. George, 
Madras, has received the honour of Knighthood. 





Information Required. 


Will anyone who knew the late GEORGE COULSON JAMES, 
Solicitor, who died suddenly, 5th October, 1875, at Freemasons’ 
Tavern, Great Queen-street, London, please communicate with A. W., 
“ Solicitors’ Journal,’’ 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





General. 


The lawyer of a convicted pickpocket took the fine imposed upon his 
client very much to heart, says the New York Sun. ‘ Twenty-five 
dollars !”’ he expostulated. ‘‘Your Honour, where is this poor, un- 
fortunate man to get $25?’ His Honour did not know, or if he did he 
refrained from saying so, but the prisoner was less discreet. ‘‘ Just 
let me out of here for ten or fifteen minutes,” he said, “and I’ll 
shew you.”’ 


The hearing of the claim of the National Telephone Company for 
nearly £21,000,000 in connection with the transfer of their telephone 
system to the State is, says the Daily Mail, costing approximately 
between £150 and £200 per hour. It may last for six weeks. The 
preparation of the inventory for the hearing engaged six hundred 
men for close on eighteen months, and cost approximately £230,000 to 
£250,000. Every morning as the hearing proceeds a neatly bound 
printed record of the previous day’s proceedings is in the hands of 
the parties in the case. The piles of documents have already reached 
& height above which the heads of counsel in the first row only just 
appear. 


_ Mr. Justice Bankes, who has been confessing that a judge’s job 
is a far softer one than that of a barrister in big practice, belongs, 
says the Westminster Gazette, to a family so many members of which 
have reached the bench that he might almost be said to have been 
born in the ermine. On the maternal side he is a grandson of Sir 
John Jervis, Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, while one of his 

eat-grandfathers was no less a personage than Lord Chancellor Eldon. 

€ is seventh in male descent from Sir John Bankes, Chief Justice of 
the Common Pleas in the time of Charles I. The fine Dorsetshire 
estate which Sir John Bankes was enabled to purchase out of his 
makings in the law has descended, together with the headship of the 
family, to a boy of ten, who possesses the high-sounding titles of 
Lord High Admiral of Purbeck, Mayor of Corfe Castle, Lord- 
Lieutenant of Purbeck, and Lay Bishop of Wimborne. His dis- 
tinguished kinsman, Mr. Justice Bankes, is of Saughton Hall, Flint- 
shire, a place which came to the Bankes family subsequent to the 
Wyane® of Mr. Henry Bankes, K.C., M.P., with a sister of Sir W. 

ne. ‘ 





THE BRITISH LAW 


FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5 LOTHBURY, LONDON, &.C. 


(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £1,050,000 
PAID-UP CAPITAL ... ‘an £150,000 
RESERVES oats oon £269,000 


General Manager—DAVID M. LINLEY. Seeretary—T, WILLIAMS. 


FIRE, LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
BURGLARY, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, PROPERTY OWNERS’ 
INDEMNITY, and GLASS BREAKAGE. 

Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake 
Agencies within the United Kingdom. No Foreign Business undertaken. 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


THANET HOUSE, 231-232 STRAND, LONDON, W.C. 

OPPOSITE THE LAW COURTS. 

REMOVED FROM No. 2, LINCOLN'S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
Estas.isHEeD 1853. 

Capital Stock ... eee eee eee on £400,000 
Debenture Stock von wt — oes ... £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Forms of Proposal and full informaiion ean be obtained at the Society's Ofices. 

W. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 








The Right Hon. Arthur Cohen, K.C., has been seriously ill, but 
the latest account of his condition showed considerable improvement. 

Viscount Haldane, says the Hvening Standard, is the sixth Scotsman 
(not reckoning Brougham) to become Lord Chancellor. As the Lord 
Chancellor is, among other things, Speaker of the House of Lords, it 
is interesting to note that only one Scotsman has been Speaker of the 
House of Commons. 

It is announced that the Solicitor-General, of All Souls College, 
Oxford, has been elected to a Fellowship at the College, under the 
clause of the College statutes which enables the Warden and Fellows 
from time to time to elect to a Fellowship ‘‘any person who has 
attained distinction in the service of the Crown.”’ 

At the Liverpool Assizes, on the 13th inst., says the 7'imes reporter, 
reference was made to the new Order in Council for the hearing of 
civil cases at the sitting of the Courts at Nisi Prius.—Mr. Justice 
Darling said that he and Mr. Justice Bucknill, who was with him, 
thought it necessary to say something about the operation of Order 
36, rule 17, which ran as follows :—‘‘ Notice of trial for London or 
Middlesex, Manchester, and Liverpool, and such other places as the 
Lord Chancellor shall from time to time direct, shall not be or 
operate as for any particular sittings, but shall be deemed to be for 
any day after the expiration $f the notice on which the trial may 
come on in its order upon the list.’’—Such an order enabled parties 
to give notice of the date on which cases should be tried, and it had 
proved very inccnvenient, especially to jurors. Cases on which netice 
had been given might have been disposed of that day, but could 
not be dealt with until the date fixed for hearing arrived. As a 
result, Mr. Justice Bucknill had nothing ‘to do for the remainder 
of the Assizes, and he (Mr. Justice Darling) had only one case a 
day. He had promised to do what he could to alleviate the incon- 
venience to jurors, but if the Order was to stand, unless a_ heavier 
cause list was provided for the Assizes, it would be about the most 
inconvenient arrangement which the wit of man could devise.—Mr. 
Justice Bucknill agreed with what had been said. The arrange- 
ment was most inconvenient to the judges, and particularly so to 
the jurors, who had to go away one day and come back another. 








Messrs. DanreL Smitru, Son, & OAKLEY announce that they have sold 
the Moreton Manor Farm Estate; but that the Mell House Farm 
Estate was not sold, and is to be treated for privately. 








Royat Navy.—Parents thinking of the Royal Navy as a profession 
for their sons can obtain (without charge) full particulars of the regula- 
tions for entry to the Royal Naval College, Osborne, the Paymaster 
and Medical Branches, on application. Publication Department, Gieve, 
Ade) & Seagrove, Ltd., 65, South Molton-street, London, W.— 
[Advt. 


Way Pay Rent’? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scottish TemMPERANCE Lire AssuRaNnce Co. (Limirep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 
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FIRST AVENUE HOTEL 
LONDON 


Very convenient for solicitors and clients visiting 


London. Situated in High Holborn, opposite Chancery- 
lane, and a few doors from ‘‘ Tube ”’ Station. <A 
most comfortable first-class hotel for families and 


gentlemen. Quiet bedrooma, witb private bath-rooms 
eitchdiog, overlooking Gray’s-inn Gardens. Moderate 
tariff: no charge for attendance. Best hotel garage 
in London, Telegrams: “ Firavtel, London.”’ 








Berccererstah GORDON HOTELS, LIMITED. 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reaistears ts ATTENDANCE oO” 


Emvrrerxcy Aprzat Court Mr, Justice Mr, Justice 








Date. Rota, No, 2, Joror. Swivrew Eavy. 
Monday June 24 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Greswell Mr Goldschmi lt 
Tuesday 25 Synge Goldschmidt Charch Bloxam 
Wednesday...... 26 Charch Borrer Leach Farmer 
Thursday......... 27 Greswell Synge Borrer Churen 
Friday ............ 28 Beal Farmer Synge Greswell 
Saturday ......... 20 Bloxam Church Beal Leach 

Date Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

. Wasniroros. NEVILLE. Parken. Evs, 
Monday June 24 Mr Church Mr Bloxam Mr Synge Mr Borrer 
Tuesday ....... 25 Farmer Beal Borrer Leach 
Wednesday...... Goldschmidt Synge Beal Greswell 
Thursday......... 27 Leach Farmer Bloxam Beal 
Friday ............ 28 Borrer Charch Goldsshimidt Biloram 
Saturday ......... 29 Greswell Goldschmidt Farmer Synaze 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, June 14. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Liuirep tn CmANorRyY. 

ASSOCIATED DEVELOPMENT TrRusT, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented June 7 
directed to be heard June 25. Kingsford & Co, 28, E.sex st, agents for Kobinson & 
Allfree, Ramegate, solors for the petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above 
named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 24. 

BOROUGH OF TYNEMOUTH CONSERVATIVE CLUB Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)— 
Creditors are required, on or b.fore June 28, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, wo Alan Forster Davidson, 12, Camden 
st, North Shields. R. & R. F. Kidd, colors for the liquidator. 

BRITISH COLUMBIA DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION, LTD.—Pet: for winding up, presented 
June 7, directed to be heard June 25. Hicss & Co, 35, King so, Covent Garden, solors 
fur the petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 
6 o'clock i. the afternoon of June 24. 

BRITISH UNION AND NATIONAL INSURANCE Co, LtD.—Petn for winding up, presented 
June 10, directed to be heard June 25. Lawrence & Co, 4, St. Mary Axe, solors 
for the petars. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 24. 

DRY STERKOTYPING Co, L1D.—Creditors ate required, on or before July 20, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy 
Weiller Straus, 7,Great Winchester st, liquidator. 

E. M. Reitty & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the paiticulars of their debts or claims, to G. Watkinsun 
Roberts, 133, Wool exchange, Coleman st, liquidator. 

LA COMMERCIALE STEAM NAVIGATION Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to J. W. Holmes, Baltic House, Leadenhall st, \iquidater 

Nico JUNGMANN, LTD.—Creditors are required. on or before July 26, to send their 
namesand addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A. Cunningham, 
14, Regent st, liquidator. 

OILFIELDS FINANCE CORPORATION, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or be’ore July 15, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
J. W. Creasser, 48, Cannon st, liquidator. 

PeTer Birks & Co, Lap.—Oreditore are required, on or before June 21, to send their 
names and addres es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Glenn, 
Jun, 1, Union st, Retford, liquidator. 

SPRING MOTOR AND Brazine Co, Lip, (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts and claims, to Walter Aubrey Pearce, 1, Broad Street pl Lawrence, 
Jones & Co, solors for the liquidator, 4, St, Mary Axe 

W. TULLEY & Co.—Al! persons having accounts or claims outstanding are desired forth- 
with to send particvlars thereof to 4, Colonial chmbrs, Princes Dock st, Hull. Jackson 
& Co, Bowlalley ln, Hul), solors for W. Tuiley & Co 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 18. 
JOINT sTOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

ART JOURNAL, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before 
July 8, to send their names and addre-ses, and the particulars of their debts and 
claims, to Leslie Whitten Ha-+kins, Basildon Hou-e, Moorgate st. William Sturges 
& Co, Caxton House, Westminster, soiors for the liquidator. 

Cc. R. Log, Lrp. (In VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

to A. E. Tilley, liquidator, 


| 


; Mcirriorr & Stewart, Ltp.—Creditors are req 








FRANK H. Hotmes & Co, Ltp.—Petn for a -up, presented June 11, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, Quay st, Deansate, Manchester, July 5 at 1L Riley & 
Jackson, 5, Fountain st, Halifax, solors for the petnr. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 4. 

GEYERAL TRADING Co, LTD. (IN et eng a pee are required on or before July 
18, to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts to Maurice 
Jenks, 6, Old Jewry, liquidator. 

JoHN DAWSON, KIDDELL & Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
J. Walter Vincent, 6, Hoiborn viaduct, liquidator. 

LONDON BASALT STONE Co, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION) — Creditors are required, on or before 
July 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Charles Harrison Mounsey, 24, Coleman st, liquidator. 

uired, on or before June 3), to seni 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. 
Walter Vincent, 6, Holborn-viaduct, liquidator. 

OLDHAM Bott & Nur Works, Lrp. —Creditors are required, on or before July 20, to 
seni their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

William Dewhurst, c.o. Manchester Oxide Co, Ltd., Canal st, Miles Pi ting, 
Manchester. Chapman & Co, Manchester, solors for the liquidator. 

UNITED PRESS, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, pr sented June 13, directed to be heard 
July 2. Montagu & Co, 5 and 6, Bucklersbury. Notice of egeeer 1g must reach 
the above named not jlater than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of uly 1 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 14. 


HEALDFIELD BrIcK Co, LTD. 

SABDEN PRINTING Co, LTD. 

GEORGE HARGREAVES & Co, LTD. 

E. M. REILLY & Co, LTD. 

ALLIANCE HOUSE AND PROPERTY TRUST, LTD, 
Gascorgn, BArLey, & CLARKE, LTD. 

HvLt Masonic CLUB Co, LTD, 

DOWDALL BROTHERS, LTp. 

JOSIAH STALLARD & SONS,!LTD. 

HowIson & Co, LTD. 

NEWMAN WOLSEY & Co, LTD. 

Nico JUNGMANN, LTD. 

KRY AND SEASON TICKET INSURANCE REGISTRY, LTD. 
HARTRIDGE & Co, LTD. 

ARMORICA SYNDICATE, LTD. 


London Gazette—TURSDAY, June 18. 


Procter & Co, Lr. 

ULDHAM BOLT AND Nut WORKS, LTD. 

ALEXANDER RITCHIE & Co, LTD. 

WoopDSsTOCK TRANSVAAL GOLD MINE, LTD. 

OvxyYX STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 

F. W. DoubBLEepAY, LTD. 

EDWARD BRUNNER, LTD. 

FRANKLAND'S, LTD. 

E. PLOWMAN & Co, (1910) LTD. 

DOMINION AND BRITISH LANDs, LTD. 

OU REFINERS AND MARGARINE MANUFACTURERS, LTD, 
F.C. SYNDICATE, LTD. 

INVINCIBLE NON-SKID WHEEL AND TYRE Co, LTD. 
L.V. SYNDICATE, LTv. 

LONDON BASALT Stone Co, Ltp. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales, 


June 2% and July 10.—Messra. Eowiw Fox, Bovsrietp, Buranerts, & Bappecey, 
at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties, &c. (see advertisement, page iii June 8, and 
back page, Jane 1), 

Jane 27 and July 11.—Messre. C. ©. and T. Moors, at the Mart, at 2: Freshold 
and Leasehold Honses, Lands, &c. (see at vertisement, page vi, June 8). 

Jane 27 and July 17 .— Mesers. Faassrorage, Exits, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Properties, Residencas , Sporting Estates, Building Land, &. (see advertise- 
ment, back pa ze May 18), 

June 28. ie ss. Norrox, Tatst & Gitpert, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Invest- 
ments (see advertisement, back pags, this week). 

July.—Messrs. Detver, Jonas & Co: Estates, &c. (see advertisement, back page, 
Aprii 6, and page v, June 8). 

July "2 and 13.—Messre. Hamprow & Sons, Fraehold Residences and Building Sites, 
Residential and Sporting Estates, &c. (see advertisement. back page Jane 8). 

July 2.—Messra. Hamprow & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Residences, Mansions, <c. 
(see advertisement, back page, June 8). 

July 3.—Mes rs. Dawret Surra, Son, & Oaxter, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Agricul- 
tural Estates, Building Sites, Houses, &>. (see aivertisement, pages ae June 1). 

Jaly 3.— Messrs. Dovecas Youre & Co., at the Mart, at 2: reehold Ground Rents 
(see advertisement, back page, Jane 15). 

July 3.—Messrs. St. Quintin, Sox, & Stacey, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Re ats (see adveriisement, back page, this weok). 

Jaly 4 and 16.—Messrs. Desexaam, Tewsow & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Properties, Building Batates, Residential E.ta‘es, Freehold and Leasehold Groand 
Ren:s, &c. (see advertisement, page ii, Jane 8), 

Jaly 5.—Mesers. Rusuworte Brown, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Premises and 
Ground Rents (see advertisement, page iii, June 8). 

Jaly 8.—Meesrs. Wearaeract & Gueen, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Property and 
Freehold Building Land (see advertisement, page iii, June 8).4 

July 9.—Messrs. Vawret Sarre, Son, & Oaxcey, at Ashford, at 3: Freehold Agricul- 
tural Holdings, &c. (see advertisement, page 557, Jane 1). 

July 10.—Mesers, Trociors, at the Mart, at 2 : Residences, Mansions, &c, (s2e adver- 
tisement, page iv, Jane 8.) 

July 16, essrs. Tucketr & Sow, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents, 
Houses, &c, (:e¢ advertisement, back page, this week), 





Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Pourcres or Assurance, &c, 


Messrs, H. BE. Foster & Orawrrecp held their usual Fortnightly Periodical Sale 
of these interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, whea the 
following Lots were eold :— 


The ABSOLUTE REVERSION to One-fifth of £24,007 eco »» Sold £1,780 
The R&VERSION vo One-fourth of £6,224 ese ose eee £1,000 
PULICY of ASSURANCE for £1,000 _ .., eee ooo eee 5 
POLIOLSS of ASSURANOE for £200 ... ere 
100 SHARES of £1 each fully paid, Chesham ‘Hlectrie Light and 

Power Co., Ltd. -_ mm as -— - & £55 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Juve 7. 
AsapuRNHAM, Hon Jou, Crowborough, Sussex July 15 Martineau & Reid, Ray- 
mond bidgs 


BARNETT, SAMUEL, Olton, Warwick July 4 Hayes, Birmingham 

BisHop WILLIAM WALTER, Hednesford, Staffs June 24 Baker & Meek, Willenhall 

mame. ae JAMBS, Beckenham, Kent July 4 Peddar, Palmerston House, 
0: road st 

HoutTon, JoHN JAMES, Kirkham, Lancs, Provision Merchant July 1 Gaulter, Kirkham 

BRADBURN, MARGARET, North Asnton, nr Wigan July 6 Bridge, Wigan 

BRAYFORD, JAM«&S, Stoke upon Trent, Butcher July 8 Holtom, Stoke upon Trent 

BRAYFORD, a JANE, Stockton Brook, nur Endon, Staffs July8 Holton, Stoke 
upoa Tren 

pay, Somes GREGoRY, Glenloch rd, South Hampstead July 16 Mason, Eldon st, 
‘imsbury 

CaLDER, EMMA ANNE, Hamilton ter, 8t John's Wood July 20 Shepheards & Walters 
Finsbury circus 

———. —_. JAQUES, Lidlington pl, Oakley sq July 14 Moreton, Serjeants’ 
up, Temple 

CLARK, ELIZABETH ANN, Lincoln July 6 Toynbze & Co, Lincoln 

Correr, WILLIAM, Bournemouth June 30 Trevanion & Co, Bournemouth 

Dix, THOMAS, Weybridge, Surrey July 6 Paine & Co, Chertsey 

DovueLas, NANCY, Bolton June 30 Winders Bolton 

Footes, WILLIAM, Aston, Warwick July 8 Botteley & Sharp, Birmingham 

EgLBgCK, JOSEPH, Crookdake, nr Wigton, Cumberland, Farmer June 17 Rigg & 
Strong, Wigton, Cumberland 

FIELDING, THOMAS, Waterfoot, Lancaster, Insurance Agent July 10 Eastwools & 
Sutcliffes, Toamorden 

Fossk, FRANCISS USANNAB, Scarborough feptember10 Ware & Wilberforce, York 

FoOUNTAINE, FLORENCE, Eccleston pl July 12 Fraser & Christian, Finsbury circus 

Frost, FRANCES EMMA, Wanstead, Essex July 8 Mason & Co, Wakefield 

GLOVER, WILLIAM JuSEPH, King’s Heath, Worcester, Gun Aetion Filer July 17 Walker 
& Meek, Birmingham 

GOLIGHTLY, Kev CaNON THOMAS GILDART, June30 Aplin &Co, Banbury 

Gore, Rey CHARLES *REDERICK, Brighton July 15 Wilde: & Co, College Hill 

GRANNELL, JANE ORR~-LL, Waterloo, Lancs July 20 Smith 

GRANT, GEORGE EDMUND, Epsum July 5 Doyle & Co, Bedford row 

GRANT, HELEN Brighton July 25 Chalmers Hunt, Ware, Herts 

GREEN, JOHN, Macclesfield July 6 Oldtield, Macciesfield 

ee, —e East, Regina rd, Tollington Park July 26 Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, 
Norwicl 

GRIFFITHS, HENRY JAMES, Fitzjohn’s av, Hampstead July 5 Mote, South sq, Gray’s inn 

HaRPUR, SARAH, Derby July 1 Whiston & Sons, Derby 

HARVEY, ELIZABETH MUNN, Lyndhurst rd, WoodGreen July 8 Buttle, Basinghall st 

Henry, BLiza, Higher *roughton, Manchester July 31 Coburn & Co, Leadenhall st 

HubGE, ~— ELIzA, Wyfuid, or Henley on Thames July 29 Browa & Son, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

JOHNSON, SAMUEL WAITE, Nottingham July1 Abbott, Long Acre 

LESSER, SAMUEL, Green lanes, Stoke Newington June-2¢ Glasier, Essex st, Strand 

LONHIENNE, ARMAND PIERRE WALTHERE, Verviers, Belgium Clarke & Co, Gresham 
house, Vid Broad st 

MACAULAY, Davip, Jarrow, Durham, Furniture Dealer July 15 Livingston, Jarrow 

NICHOL SO +, HOWARD JAMAS, Shavghai, China Oct-1 Collins & Collins, King William st 

PARKER, SARAH ANN, Kiveton Park, Yorks June 48 Warburton, Werksop 

PHILLIPS, THOMAS Louis, Whitby, York, Solicitor July 12 Ness-Walker, Whitby 

Pigott, Henry, J.P., Barosley, York July 8 Raley &Sons, Barnsley 

PireR, JOSEPH, Kiddemore Green, pr Brewood, Staffs, Licensed Victualler June 30 
Loxt »n, Walsa'l 

pea, Samm, Stoke upon Trent, Marine Store Dealer July 8 Holtom, Stoke upon 
rent 

POWELL, JoHN HENRY, Wolverhampton, Hollow-ware Dealer July 5 Thorne & Haslam, 
Wolve: hampton 

REEVES, FRANCES MUNN, East Wickham, Kent July8 Buttle, Basinghall st 

ROLLINGS, WILLIAM, Tottenham July1 Burrows, Tottenham 

ROWLAND, SARAH, Minehead, Somerset July 22 Simpson & Co, Gracechurch st 

RUSSKLL, Mrs. ANN SAINTHILL, Brighton July 3 saulez, Hove, Sussex 

SHEPPARD, Lou SA, Oxsord, July 10 Fielding, Canterbury 

SOUTHEY, MARIANNE FRANCES, Suttoa Valence, Kent, July 15 Upperton & Co, 
Lincolm's inu fields 

SPENCER, JOHN, Barne:, Surrey July 8 Tickle & Co, Cheapside 

SPURRELL, JOSEPH, Cro n Hill, Devon, June 23 «idk y & Wileocks Plymouth 

STRUTHERS, ALFRED, Harwich, Essex, Hotel Manager, June 29 Ward & Co, Harwich 

SUMMERS, JosEPH TH MAS, Th rnaby on Tees, Yurks, July 3 Cohen, Stockton on Tees 

TILLeTT, ELLEN HAkRIETT, Lewes, Sussex July 1 Movbs & Young, Lewes 

TODKILL, JOHN HENRY, Ardwick, Manchester June z4 Almond & Sens, Manchester 

WALL, ADA ELtza, Canterbury July 16 Wheatley & Co, S.one bligs 

WALTON, AGNES, Troutbeck, Westmorland July 10 Gatey & Sons, Ambleside 

WarD, FANNY ANN, Southsea July 20 Cockburn & Co, Hove 

Waite, Joun, Iverna ct, Kensington July 5 Bate & Co, Bedford row 

WILSON, ALLAN, Jesmond, Newcastle upon Tyne July 8 Ord, Gateshead 

Woops, THomas, Widnes. Lancs. Clothier July 14 F J & C Poole, Widaes 

WRIGHT, MARTHA GoupyEak, Elland, Yorks July 10 Garsed, Elland 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, June 11. 


AIRD, JAMES, South Shields July 23 Newlands & Newlan‘s, South Shields 
oe JOHN GEORGE, Manor pl, Paddington July 8 Rubinstein & Co, Raymond 


zs 
AssiTgx, WILLIAM, Brixton rd, Sanitary Engineer July 13 Mercer, Chancery In 
BANKS, ISABELLA, Bolton July 11 Balshaws, Bolton 
BAWTREE, CHARLES FREDERICK, Margate July 13 Hills & Shea, Margate 
Bowen, Marr, Grateley, nr Andover, Hants July 11 Cox & Lafone, Tower Royal, 
Sapnon st 
Boa, WINIFRED, Leigh rd, Highbury Park July 9 Whidborne & Cole, Dawlish, 
von 


CHAPMAN, JANE, Clevedon, Somerset July 20 Smith & Sons, Weston super Mare 
_~ p cemaaee Manchester, Professional Nurse July 13 Smith & Co, Man- 
ester 
Ferauson, GEORGE EGERTON, Manchester, India Rubber Manufacturer July 7 Bell- 
house & Syer, Manchester 
VITOH, LAZARE, Evering rd, Stoke Newington July 11 Isaacs & Lewis, Guild- 
hall chmbrs, Basinghall st 
6 AN, SARAH, Badby, Northampton July 10 W F & W Willoughby, Daventry 
ABB, ALFRED, Minchinhampton, Glos, Butcher July 13 Winterbotham & Sons, Stroud 
WAY, WILLIAM ALEXANDER, Clifton, Bristol, Nurseryman July 6 Tarr & Sons, 


to! 
shmsonr, MARGARETTA, Matlock Bank, Derby July 15 Lymn, Matlock 
TES, CLARA AMELIA, Heat n Moor July 20 Chapman & Co, Manchester 
HEDLEY, JonN, Liverpool July 4 Smith, Liverpool 
Hsrwoata, Marra, Eastby, Yorks Jay 1 Sugden & Oo, Keighley 
Au, aspern, Poplar Cottage, nr Kington, Hereford July2+ Humfrys& Symonds, 


or 
Eps, Henry, Kingston, Portsmouth July 10 Bramsdon & Childs, Portsmouth 











ChelfeaBank 


* TheAriftocFat among letter papers 


It commends itself to those who demand a 
dignified and exclusive stationery. Chelsea 
Bank appeals by its soft azure tone: it 
establishes itself by its delightful writing 
surface. @, Chelsea Bank has the toughness 
of parchment, the crispness of a new bank- 
note. It is made from the finest linen, and is 
suitable for home and foreign correspond- 
ence. Chelsea Bank Envelopes are well and 
securely made and cemented on the flap 
with pure gum arabic. Chelsea Bank is 
made in 6 fashionable sizes. 

NOTEPAPER. ENVELOPES. 
ALBERT... . 1/6 per 5 quires iy per hundred 


DUCHESS: -« BO os: < a ” 
! 1/9 ” ” 


2) 
. . . . 2/- ” oo” ” 2/- ” ” 
LARGE 8vo. . 2'6 ” 8 ” 2/- ” ” 
EMPEROR .. 2/6 me 2/-  » ” 


Order of Your Stationer 


Samples free from 


W. H. SMITH & SON 


Wholesale and Manufacturing Stationers, 
Kingsway, London, W.C. 


POST 8vo. . 
DUKE 

















JOHNSON, CHARLES JosEPH, Brighton July 31 Mott & Son, Bedford row 

JONES, MARIANNE, Bridport, Dorset June 24 Temple, Bridport 

LAMBERT, ROBERT WILLIAM, Bath July 22 Collins & Simmons, Bath 

LLoyp, THOMAS, Claverton st, Pimlico July 11 Mahany, Plymouth 

MATYEAR, ELIZABETH, Kempshott rd, Streatham Common July 13 Bird & Bird 
Gray's inn sq 

MELVILLE, ELIZABETH SYDNEY JANE, Grosvenor gdns July 10 Kekewich & Co 
Suffolk In, Cannon st 

MILLER, ANNIE BLACKSTOCK, Manchester July 11 Sampson & Price, Manchester 

MILMAN, FRANCIS WILLIAM, New Cross rd, Builder July 31 Stoneham & Sons 
Fenchurch at 

NEAL¥, ANN, Hurbury, Warwick July 20 Campbell & Co, Warwick 

NEEDHAM, MARIA, Clifton, Bristol July 8 Brittan & Co, Bristol 

NELSON, THOMAS, Preston July 5 Craven & Son 

PATERSON, JOHN GLAISTER, Pembridge gdns, Bayswater July 31 Nicholson & Crouch, 
Surrey st 


PATTISON, FRANCES JULIA, Derwent. rd, @almers Green July 8 Croft & Mortimer, 
Coleman st 
PooLky, CATHERINE, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester July 30 Farrer & Co, Man- 


chester 

Ropeerts, ADA ANNIE, Whitworth, Lancs July 13 Jackson & Co, Rochdale 

Ronson, JOHN NALTON, York, Physician July 20 Holtby & Procter, York 

SHAW, MARIA, Queensborough ter, Hyde Park July 9 Cox & Lafune, Tower Royal 
Cannon st 

Situ, ERAsMus, Clevedon, Somerset July 20 Maradens,«King st 

SMITH, WILLIAM, Stanningtiun, Yorks, Butcher June 27 Ashington & Denton, Shef- 
field 

STONE. SIDNEY, Gosforth July 23 Newlands & Newlands, South Shields 

SUNDERLAND, MaRy, Manchester June 29 Rowland, Manchester 

TIDMARSH, GEORGE, Charlwood rd, Putney July 10 Letts Bros, Bartletts bldgs 

TODD, MARY, Broughton Moor, Cumberland July 8 Crerar, Maryport 

TRIGG, AMBROSE HERBERT, Southend on Sea, Licensed Victualler July 1 Jefferies & 
Bygott Southend on Sea 

WATERS, ALFRED CHARLES, Wanstead, Essex July 9 Cox & Lafone, Tower Royal, 
Cannon st 


WHITE, Grokex, Eldersfield, Worcester, Innkeeper July 15 Franklin & Jones, 
Gloacester 

WHITF, MARY ANN, Eldersfield, Worcester, Innkeeper July 15 Franklin & J nes 
Gloucester 


WHITR, JAMES WILLIAM, Manchester July 30 Pegge & Billinge, Manchester 
WILSON, SARAH, Grasmere, Westmorland July 17 Gatey & Son, Ambleside 
WRIGHT, HUGH, Throston, Hartlepool July 10 Bell, West Hartlepool 

London Gazette—FRIDAY June 14, 


ASHTON, MARY, Alderley, Edge, Chester July 19 Welsh & Sons, Manchester 

BAILEY, BOLETTE, MARGRETE CATHERINE Billericay, Essex July 31 Gamble, Fins- 
bury pymt 

BARBER, MARGARET, ‘!eaton Moor, Lancs July 31 Sile & Co, Manchester 

BLACK, THOMAS, Sheffield, Water Rate Collector July 6 Pye-Smith & Barker, Sheffield 

BRADWELL, AGNES SARAH, Sutton on Sea, Lincoln July 15 Taylor, Romford 

BrowN, GEORGE, North Cawley, Bucks, Farner July 8 Darnell & Price, Northampton 

BROWN, ROBERT, Birmingham, Com nission Agent July 15 Rovinson & Morgan, 
Birmingham 

BUCH, “‘ARL VON Portman st July 20 Cran, King’s Bench walk Temple 

BUCH, ETHEL HAMILTON VON, Portman st July 2” Cran, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

BUCKLEY, WILLIAM, Saddleworth, Yorks Julv t2 Clegg & C , Oldham 

CHAPMAN. ELIZABETH BEARDOR, Tunbridge Wells July 15 Baileys & Co, Berners st 

CLAUDE, MARY -OPHIA, Ambleside, Westmorland July 14 Williams & James, Norfolk 
House, Thames embankment 

COLEMAN, ALFRED, Crownthorpe, Norfolk, Merchant July 15 Sewell & Maugham, Lan- 
caster pl, Strand 
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CoomB’R, SopHta Lucy, Banbury, Oxford July 10 Fairfax & Barfield, Banbury 

Cork, THOMAS, Skipton, Yorks, Hairdresser July 16 Wilson & Son, Skipton 

DAVIDSON, CHARLES, Coventry July 20 Seymour, Coventry 

DICKEN, WILLIAM PorHaM, CB, DSO, Oriental Club, Hanover sq July 11 Speechly & Co, 
New sq, Lincoln's inn 

DRAPER, ALBERT, Bournemouth July 15 Crook & Co, King st, Cheapside 

EVANS, WILLIAM, JP, Liverpool July1 Thomas & Co, Liverpool 

FERGUSON, Jesse, Barrow, nr Whalley, Lancs July 12 R & W Page, Manchester 

FITCHARD, ALICE LETITIA, Welcombe, Bude, Cornwall July 29 Bazeley & Co, Bideford 

GOODMAN, ANN, St Stephens by Saltash, Cornwall July 24 Ginn & Porter, Plymouth 

HENNIKER-MAJoR, Major-Gen the Hon ARTHUR HENRY, CB, Stratford pl July12 Daw- 
son & C>, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

=on ~~ a WILLIAM, London rJ, Forest Hill, Contractor July 15 Metcalfe, 
Minories 

HUMPHREY, ELIZABETH, Weedon, Northampton 
Victorta st 

HivNT, Joun THompson, Cambridge, Sheriff’s Officer 
Brighton 

Hox ey, Isaac, Wem, Salop. Coal Merchant July 15 Lucas & Co, Salop 

JAMES, Rev CHARLES WOODHOUSE, Madeley, Staffs July 14 Felgows, New sq 

JEAFFREION, Dr HORACE, West Hill, Wandsworth July 22 Young & Co, Essex st, Strand 

JongES, JOSEPH, Conway, Carnarvon Sept 11 Hughes, Conway 

JONES, MARTHA ELLEN, Eastbourne Angi? Stapley, Eastbourne 

JONES, MARY ANN, Wolverhampton July 15 Fowler & Co, Wolverhampton 

KEYNES, HANNAH, Bournemouth June 28 Sherrin, Bourn mouth 

LAE, JAMES, Birmingham Julyll WA&LF Williams, Birmingham 

LANE, ANNE, Salisbury July 10 N \dder & Trethowan, Salisbury 

LIGHT, HENRY HAMMOND, Southport July 13 Hockin & Co, Manchester 

LONGSTAFF, EADBERT JOHN, Craven Hill gdns, Hyde Park July 10 Richardson & Co, 
Golden sq, Regent st 

MADDISON, Rev ARTHUR ROLLAND, Lincoln July 13 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

MARSHALL, THOMAS PaTTIsoN, Gateshead June29 Chatt, Gateshead 

MORRIN, ELIZABETH ANN, Blackpool July 20 Read, Blackpool 

NEWTON, THOMAS, Liv. rpool, Picture Dealer July 1 Thomas & Co, Liverpool 

PARAMOR, SARAB H. JAN#, Dover July 18 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

PARKER, WILLIAM GETHIN, Aberdire July 12 Thomas, Aberdare 

Pips, Puorse, Buogay, Suffolk July 18 F & A C Smith, Bungay 

PLowEs, E..1%A, York ter, Regent's Park July 16 Blunt & Co, Gresham st 

pees = — ae Skirlaugh, nr Kingston upon Hull July 31 Hart & Munby, Scar- 
~orough 

PREECE, JOHN, Hanley, Staffs July 20 Marshall & Co, Stoke upon Trent 

RANDALL, — JouN, Croydon, Dairy Farmer July 29 Marshall & Liddle, 
Croydon 

REYNOLDS, ANNA SOPHIA, Torquay July 31 Gill, Devonport 

Ruopes, HANNAH MARrA, Dewsbury, York July 31 Chadwick & Co, Dewsbury 

RoGERs, DORA JULIA, Valletts, Malta July 12 Sheffield & Co, Swit in’s In 

Ross, CAROLINE ELIZaneTH, Brighton July 9 Gonin, Brig iton 

SAUNDERS, ELIZABETH, Bournemouth July 13 Wilson & Son:, Salisbury 

SAUNDERS, Emtty, Auriolrd, West Kensington July 27 Hall, Old Change 

SCHACHT, MARIE SOPHIE CHARLOTTE. Blackheath July 13 Schacht, Essex st 

STONES, SAMUEL, Kirkstall, Leeds July 15 Jackson, Leeds 

SUGDEN, SARAH ELIZABETH, Brighouse July 23 Chambers & Chambers, Brighouse 

TARPLECT, ANN, Hook Norton, Oxford July 31 Wilkins & Toy, Chipping Norton 

TICKLE, MARY JANE, St Helens, Lancs July 11 Thomas, St Helens 

a ae Warragul, Victoria, Australia Ju'y 10 Nisbet & Co, Lin oln’s inn 
eds 

WANKLYN, JANE, Gayton cres, Hampstead July 15 Cook & Moore, Finsbury cir 


July 15 Wrensted & Co, Queen 


July 20 Hobbs & Young 


Bankruptcy Notices, | ™"y9°5,,245,.7us 


London Gazette,—TUESDAY, June 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BRELSFORD, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Kirkby in As field, Notts, 


Court Pet Marié Ord 


May 24 Ord June 7 


Ass stant Schoelmaster Nottingham Pet June 8/| JENKINS, ANNIE SOUTHALL, 
Glam Swansea Pet June 6 Ord June 6 


Ord June 8 





| Hint, WILLIAM DupLEY, Ross on Wye, Hereford High 


HOLT, ALFRED, Leamington, Architect Warwick Pet 





London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 18. 

| BARLING, Emtiy Frances, Fishtoft Bridge, nr Boston, Lincoln July 31 
lington 

CLARKE, JANE, Great Malvern, Worcester Ju'y17 Hyde & Sons, Worcester 

COLLINS, JOHN STRATFORD, Ross, Hereford July 15 Guise, Newnham, Glos 

CorRottT!, CAROLINE EMILY, Limehouse July zvy Sheehy, Coleman st 

COSTICK, FRANCES CAROLINE, Fordwych rd, West Hampstead July 15 Pollard & 
Pollard, Brighton 

Crowpy, MARY ISABEL ANNE, Orset ter, Hyde Park Gadsden & Pennefather, Bedford row 

Dixon, THOMAS, Walsall, Saddlers’' Tool Manafacturer July 6 J N & EA Cotterell, 
Walsall 

EVANS, LEWIS, South side, Clapham Common, Physician July 20 Gibbs & Co, East- 
cheap 

EVANS, TeOMAS WILLIAM, Cusop, Hereford July 27 Griffiths, Hay, via Hereford 

GALLON, JOSEPH, Plessy North Moor, near Cramlington, Northumberland, Farmer July 
15 Bytes, Newcastle upon Tyne 

GALLOWAY, JOSEPH, Headingley, Leeds July 15 Scott & Turnbull, Leeds 

GRANSMORE, ROBERT CHARLES, Shrewsbury July 1 Roberts, Snrewsbury 

Gry, The Most Hon HuGH DE, 6th Marquis of Hertford, Alcester, Warwick July 31 
Williams & Jam+s, Norfolk House, Thames embankment 

GRIGSON, THOMAS SHUCKFORTH, Bolton gins, South Kensington Aug 1 Allen & Son, 
Cartisle st, Soho sq 

GROSYENOR, JANE, Dagenham, Esser Nov 30 Merrimans & Thirlby, Mitre ct, Temple 

HARRIS, WILLIAM JoHN, St John st, West Smithfizld, Sausage Manufacturer July 31 
Couke, Coleman st 

HEDLEY. RoBERt, St George's sq Jaly 25 Pennington & Son, Lincoln's inn fie!ds 

Hees, Joun, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Draper July 6 Silverston, Birmingham 

HvUS3ELBEE, MARY, Brettell lo, Stafford July 15 Clalow, Brierley Hill 

KELLER, DENNIS DoMINIC, Bow July 17 Tatham & Lousada, Old Broad st 

KENNETT, Mart, Longridge rd, Earl's Court July 17 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, 
Portman sq 

LEIGH, WILLIAM, Glazebury, L1ncs, Beerhouse Keeper July 31 Dootson, Leigh 

LIVINGSTONK, LOUISA VAYASOR, Malve-n Link, Worcester July 27 Payne, Norfolk st 

Lona, ISABELLA, Liverpool Jaly 12 Laces & Co, Liverpo»l 

MARTIN, EDWARD, Brighton July 10 Godfree & Godfree, Brighton 

MATTHEWS, GEORGE AUGUSTUS, Braughing, Herts Augil Stephenson & Co, Lombard 


Hett, Dar. 


st 

MERRICK, MARY, Culcheth, Lancs July 31 Dootson. Leigh 

MissING, ARTHUR Cox, Lugard rd, Peckham July 24 Reynolds & Son, Arundelst, 
Strand 

PAGET. MARTHA ELIZABETH, Carlton mans, Maida Vale July25 Young & Co, Essex st, 
Strand 

PATIENCE, ELIZA, Palatine rd, Stoke Newington July 24 Buttle, Basinghall st 

Po.k, JAMES, Leicester July 19 Sprigge, Leicester 

POLLARD, SETH, Morecambe, Lancs July 26 Brearley & Son, Batley 

SeppoN, HENRY CoopER, Comeragh rd, West Kensington July 18 
chester 

SMITH, JESSIE Grins, Albert rd, Regent's Park July 18 Routh & Co, Southampton 
st, Bloomsbury 

SuTTon, EurzA, Hadfield, Derby July 15 Davis & Co, Glossop 

TuLurrTtT, JaAMes, Cowfold, Sussex July 15 Eager, Horsham 

[TUNNICLIFF£, SAM WILLIAM, Ravensthorpe, Dewsbury July 31 
Dewsbury 

WALKER, ALFRED CALDECOTT, Cranley pl, South Kensington July 31 
o, Surrey st, Strand 

WsLKER, Mary JAN&, Bath July 31 Belk, Middlesbrough 

Wuymprer, EpwarRD, Waldegrave, Middix July 18 Whymper, Royal Exchange 
Assurance 


Seddon, Man- 


Chadwick & Co, 
Whitfield & 





SMART, THOMAS, Bush Lane House, Cannon st, Timber 
Merchant High Court Pet April 26 Ord June5 
SNOWDEN, JOHN, West Bridgford, Notts, Fruit Merchant 
Nottingham PetJune7 Ori June7 

Storey, Ropert, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper Sheffi:ld 
Pet June 6 Ord June 6 

STROUD, ALFRED, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler New- 
port, Mon Pet Juneé Ord June 6 


,» Heywood, Lancs’ Bolton 


June 7 


Langland, Oystermouth, 


CurFrorTH, JOHN Drxon, Great Yarmouth, Chemist | JENNER, EDWARD JOHN, Higham Station av, Waltham- | TARBOX, THOMAS FREDERICK, Linslade, nr Leighton 
Great Yarmouth Pet June6 Ord June 6 stow, Builder High Court Pet June7 Ord June 7 Buzzsrd, Coal Merchant Luton Pet June 6 Ord 
DAVIDSON, JAMES, Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Stationer | KELLY, MARK, Buckley, Flint, Grocer Chester Pet June June 6 


Chelmsford Pet June6 Ord June 6 

DAWSON, JAMES BARNETT, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Farmer 
Boston PetJuneé Ord June 6 

EDMUNDS, JoHN Z, Glascoed, nr Pontypool, Mon New 
port, Mon Pet May 13 Ord June 6 

FAWNS, JAMES, Guisbrough, Yorks, Innkeeper Stockton 
on Tees Pet June 7 Ord June 7 

GARTON, JOSEPH SAMUEL, Grimstone, Leicester, Grazier 
Leicester Pet Juneé Ord June 6 

GOLDSTEIN, B_ and Co, Commercial rd, Whitechapel, 
Mantle Makers High Court Pet May 13 Ord June7 

GRIMBLE, AUGUSTUS, Duke st. St James’, Estate Agent 
High Court Pet June 6 Ord June7 } 

HAIG, Guy, Elm Park gdos, Fulham rd HighCourt Pet 
May 9 Ord June 7 


Ord June 7 
LATHAM, HARRY 


| Luke, EpwIn THOMAS, Truro. 
June 6 Ord June 6 


Grimsby Pet June5 © 


Pet June7 Ord June 7 
RICHARDS, THOMAS HENRY, 
June6 Ord June7 


Dealer Croydon Pet M 
SESSEL, JosEPH HENRY, Ne 


JOULD, Croydon, Sanitary Eagineer 
Croydon Pet May 16 Ord June 7 


; 
MASSEY, PETER, Messingham, Lancs, Butcher Great 
NEEDHAM, GRorGE, Brigg, Lincs, Grocer Great Grimsby 
SEADEN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Whyteleafe, Surrey, Cycle 


Court Pet April 15 Ord Juneé 





WILLANS, RICHARD HARTE KEATNIZE, Jermyn 8, 
Piccadilly High Court Pet May9 OrdJune6 — 

WILLIAMS, HENRY JAMES, Selby, Yorks, Commercial 
Traveller York Pet June 7 Ord June7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ANSELL, ALFRED, Cottenham, Cambridge, Miller June 19 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge ’ 
BROMHEAD, ARTHUR FREDERICK, Oswestry, Auctioneer 
June 19 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

CHINNERY, ALBERT EDWaRD, Horley, Surrey, [ronmonget 
June 21 at 11.30 132, York rd, Wes minster 
Bridge rd 

CoLE, EDWARD, Ruabon, Denbigh, Commission Ageut 
June 19 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 


, General Dealer Truro Pet 
rd June 5 
Bristol, Draper Bristol Pet 


ay 24 Ord June 6 
w Bond st, Jeweller High 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOooRGaTtTsm 


SrTERwaT, LOnNMPoNm, H.C. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages 


epplication. 
POOLING I 


The Corporation also insures risks in co 


of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent oa 


NSU RANCE. 
onnection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 
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LAW FIRE 





INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 
No. 414, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 


BON DS —The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fidelity 
—————— Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 


Fire. 
Domestic Servants. 


Personal Accident and Disease. 





Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee. 


Property Owners’ Indemnity. 


Third Party. 





DIRECTORS— 


Workmen’s Compensation, including 
Plate Glass. 


CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Esgq.. J.P., Chairman (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Barker & Co., Lincoln's Inn). 


ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq 
GEORGE FRANCIS BERNEY, Esq. (Corsellis & Berney), Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
EWES, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse, Plymouth. 


H. D. B. 
L, C, CHOLMELE 


F. Z. E. FAREBROTHER, E 

HENRY LEFEVRE FARRER, 

E 8. FREELAND, Esq. 
Westminster. 


W. A. T. HALLOWES 
EDWIN HART. 


ORGAN, Esq. ( 


SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


» Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & Co,), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
EDMUND FRANCIS BLAKE CHURCH, Esq. (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. 
. (Fladgate & Co.), Craig’s Court, Charing Cross. 
sq. (Farrer & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
(Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne’s Gate, 


Cc. W. GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 
. a (Hallowes & Carter), Bedfo 
Esq. (Budd, Brodie, & Hart), Bedford Row, R. W 
E.CARLETON HOLMES, Esq.(formerly of E. Carleton Holmes, Son,& Fell), Bedford Row. 
FRANCIS REGINALD JAMES, Esq. (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. 
HARRY W. LEE, Esq. (Lee, Bolton & Lee), The Sanctuary, Westminster. 
. (Lowe & Co,), Temple Gardens. 
M ton & Morgan), Somerset Street. 


Westminster. 


J. E. W. RIDER, FE 
GEORGE L. 8TEWA 


rd Row. 








D.L., J.P, Vice-Chairman (Williams & James), Norfolk House, Thames Embankment. 
Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne’s Gate, 


WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq., D.L., J.P. (Nocton & Sons), Great Marlborough Street. 

RONALD PEAKE, Esq. (Peake, Bird, Collins & 4 Bedford 

JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL, Fsq. (Morrell, fon & Peel 

THOMAS RAWLE, Esq. (Rawle, Johnstone 

a Heaton & Wigram 
5 q. 

The Right Hon. LORD STRATHEDEN AND CAMPBELL, Bruton Street, 

J. PERCEVAL TATHAM, Esq. (Tatham & Procter), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

TWEEDIE, Esq. (A. F. & 

W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq. (Walters & Co.), Lincoln’s Inn. 

Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.O. (A. & H. White), Great Marlborough Street 

E. H. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidsons), Spring Gardens. 

E. TREVOR LL, WILLIAMS, Esgq., J.P., Clock House, Byfleet, Surrey. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE. 


Row. 
, Oxford. 
& i Bedford Row. 
, Lincoln's Inn. 
(Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


This Society, consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profe:sion, INVITES 


APPLICATIONS FOR AGENCIES FROM SOLICITORS, TO WHOM iT 1S 
It enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom, and the security 


ess on the most favourable terms. 


Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Uffice, 


ofiered to the Policy Holders is unsurpassed by any of the leading Insurance Companies. 


ABLE TO OFFER SPECIAL PACILITIES for the transaction of Insurance 


Prospectuses and Proposal 








Corron, ERNEST BrREwWsTER, Bromsgrove, Auctioneer 
June 21 at 1130 Golden Cross Hotel, Bromsgrove 

Day, GODFREY FREDERICK, Southall, Middix, Baker 
June 19 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

EasTOK, HERBERT ALFRED, Barton on Humber, Builder 
June 19 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimsby 

RYENETT, ALFRED JOHN, Saffron Walden, General Store- 
keeper June 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, 
Cambridge 

FAIRHURST, HERBERT JOHN, Orrell, Lancs, Grocer June 
Qatil Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Girton, JosEPH SAMUEL, Grimstone, Leicester, Grazier 
June 19at 3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

GoLDstgIN K AND Co, Commercial rd, Whitechapel, 
Mantie Makers June 21 at 11.3) Bankruptcy bl igs, 
Carey st 

GOULD, GEORGE EDWIN (deceased), Croscombe, Som »rset, 
Miller June 19at12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

GRimsLE, AuGustus, Duke st, St James's Estate Agent 
June 21 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hale, Guy, Elm Park gdns, Fulham rd June 19 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

HALL, Joun, Wigan, Batcher June 20 at 12 Off Rec, 19, 
Exchange st, Bolton 

HILL, WILLIAM DUDLEY, Rosson Wye, Herefordshire Jane 
lvatlzZ Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

JENKINS, ANNIE SOUTHALL, Langland, Oystermouth, Glam 
June 19 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's 
st, Swansea 

JENNER, EDWARD JOHN, Higham Station av, Waltham. 
stow, Builder June 21 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Jonzs, Tuomas, Neath, Coal Merchant June 20 at 11 

Rec, Government bidgs, St, Mary st, Swansea 

Jongs, Tomas Ross, Liverpool, Cork Merchant June 
2 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

KNiguts, WILLIAM, Caston, Norfolk, Carpenter June 19 
at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

LINFIELD, William, Horsham, Sassex, Contractor 
June 19 at 11.30 Oif Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, 


‘on 
Lovey, FRANK, Bristol, Commercial Traveller June 19 
at 11.30 Oif Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
ASSEY, PETER, Messingham, Lincs, Butcher, June 19 
at 11.30 Off Rec, St, Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
May, CHARLES, Great Yarmouth, Fish Curer June 19 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
PEARCE, FREDERICK JOHN, Radbourne rd, Balham, Clerk 
June 21 at1l 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 
ARDS, THOMAS ANDREW, Neath, Journalist June 19 
_ Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, Swan. 


RWHakDs, Toomas HENRY, Bristol, Draper June 19 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
NE, Ropert, Birmingham, Wholesale Jeweller 
June 26 at 1130 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 





SEADEN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Whyteleafe, Surrey, Cycle 
Dealer June 21 at 2.30 32, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 

SESSEL, JosEPH HENRY, New Bond st, Jeweller June 20 
atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SIMKIN, WILLIAM HENRY, Ettingshal!, nr Wolverhampton, 
Baker Jun? 19 at 12 Off Rec Ojice 

Sims, Ernest, Teddington, Middix, Auctioneer June 19 
at 11 132, York road, Westminster Brid e r¢ 

Smart, TaoMAS, Bush Lane House, Cannon st, Timber 
Merchants June19at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SMITH, WILLIAM Henry, Gillygate, York, Auctioneer 
June 20 at 3 Off Rec, Tne Red House, Duncombe pl, 


York 

SOMERTON, WALTER, Clevedon, Somerset, Lidies Co;- 
tunier June 19 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 

TRYTHALL, WILL'AM JoHN, Newquay, Cornwall, Coal 
Merchant June 20 at 12 Off Rec, 12, Princes st, 
Traro 

WATSON, SAMUEL, Coxhoe, Durham, Quarryman June 22 
at 10 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

WHeatLey, J H, Dermody gdns, Lewisham, Motor 


Engineer June 19 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westmin- 
ster Bridge rd 

WILKINSON, ISAAC, Seacombe, Chester, Bootmaker June 
21 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

WILLANS, RICHARD HARTE KEATNIZE, Jermyn st, Picza- 
dilly June 20at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WILLIAMS, HENKY JAMES, Selby, York, Commercial Tra- 
veller June 2) at 2.30 Of Rec, The Red House, 
Duncombe pl, York 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BOTTOMLEY, HORATIO WILLIAM, Pall Mall, Westminster | 


High Court Pet Dac7 Ord June 6 


BRELSFORD, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Kirkby in Ashfield, Notts, | 


Assistant Schoolmaster Nottingham Pet 


Ord June 8 


June 8 | 


CHINNERY, ALBERT EpwWARD, Horley, Surrey, Ironmonger | 


Croydon Pzt June 5 Ord June7 
CoLE, EDWARD, Ruabon, Denbigh. Proofing Manufacturer 
Wrexham Pet Aprill2 Ord June 5 
COLLINS, GEORGE, Charmiaster, nr Dorchester, 
Baker Uorchester Pet May 18 Ord June7 
Currortd, JouN DIXON, Great Yarmouth, Chemist Great 
« Yarmouth Pet June 6 Ord June 6 
DAVIDSON, JAMES, Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Stationer 
Chelm:ford Pet June6 Ord June 8 
DAWSON, JAMES BARNETT, Skirbeck, 
Boston Pet June6 Ord June 6 
DAY, GODFREY FREDERICK, Southall, 
Windsor Pet May1l Ord June7 
FAWNS, JAMBS,§Guisborough, Innkeeper Stockton on Tees 
Pet JuneZ Ord June 7 : 
GARTEN, JOSEPH SAMUEL, Grimstone, Leicester, Grazier 
Leicester Pet June6 Ord June7 


Dorset, 


Lincoln, Farmer 


Middix, Baker 


GRIMBLE, AUGUSTUS, Dake st, St James’, Estate Agent 
High Court Pet June6 Ord June7 

GULLY, G., Southwick, Sussex, Trainer Pet 
Feb. 21 Ord June 6 

HerHog, GorDOY VicTOR, Swaffham, Norfolk, 
Dealer King's Lynn Pet May 24 Ord Jane 7 

Heywoop, JAMES WILLIAM, Heywood, Lancs 
Pet June 6 Ord June 6 

JENKINS, ANNIE SOUTHALL, Langland, 
Glam Licensed Victualler Swansea 
Ord June 6 

KELLY, MARK, Buckley, Flint, Groser Chestar Pet June 
7 Ord June 7 

KRUSE, WALTER, Park, nr Truro, Fruit Grower 
Pet April 16 Ord June 8 

LoEWY, FRAN%, Moor In, Carpet Importer High Court 
Pet May6 Ord June 8 

LUKE, EDWIN THOMAS, Truro, General Dealer Traro Pet 
June6 OrdJune 6 

MARRIAN, HAROLD GREENWOOD, Twickenham, Architect 
Brentford Pet April 10 Ord June 6 

MASSEY, PeTeR. Messingham, Lincs, Great 
Grimsby Pet June 5 Ord Jane 5 

NEEDHAM, GEORGE, Brigz, Lifics, Grocer 


Brighton 
Cattle 
Bolton 


Oystermouth 
Pet Jane 6 


Truro 


Butcher 


Great Grimsby 


Pet June 7 Ord June 7 

PHILIPP, JOSEPH BERNARD, Brighton, Company Prom ter 
Brighton Pet Feb2t Ord June 6 

PHILLIPS, GEORGE ERNEST, Sh field Accountant 


Sheffield Pet Mari0 Ord June 8 


RUS-ELL, MERRITT, Stockbridge, Hants, Horse Trainer 


Southampton Pet May 27 Ord June 7 
RYDER, FANNY, Gower st High Court Pet April 4 
Ord June 6 ; 
SEADEN, FREDERICK |WILLIAM, Whyteleafe, Surrey, 


Motor Dealer Croydon Pet May 24 Ord June 8 

SELWAY, FRANK, and ARTHUR WICKSON (jun), Kingston 
on Thames Kingston, Surrey Pet May 4 Ord 
June 7 

BEASLKY, JOHN, Leicester Pet May 3 Ord 
June 6 

SESSEL, JosEPH HENRY, 
High Court Pe: April 15 Ord June 8 

SNOWDEN, JoHN, West Bridgford, Notts. Potato Mer 
cha it Nottingham PetJune7 Ord June7 


Leicester 


New Bond street, Jeweller 


| Spooner, FRANK, Bedford Bedford Pet May 17 Ord 


June 7 

STOREY, RosBerT, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper Sheffield 
Pet June 6 Ord June 6 

STROUD, ALFRED, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler New- 
port, Mon Pet June6 Ord June 6 

TRYTHALL, WILLIAM JOHN, Newquay, Cornwall, Coal 
Merchant Trure Pet May18 Ord June 6 

Wueatitey, J H, Dermody gdns, Lewisham, Motor 
Engineer Greenwich Pet April 30 Ord June 7 


| WILLIAMS, Henry James, S*lby, Yorks, Commercial Tra- 


veller York Pet June7 Ord June7 
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ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Dixon, Gzorge SuitH, South Woodford, Essex, Comm>r- 
cial Clerk H gh Cours Adjud Mar 14 Annul 
June 6 


London Gazette.—Faipay, June 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aynay, Roperr Keavoor, Finchfield, nr Wolverhampton, 
Gas Main Superintendent Wolverhampton Pet June 
11 Ord June 11 

Bewsxetr, Maas#ati Hawpystpr, Hove, Sussex, Engineers’ 
Representative HighCourt Pet June12 Ord June 12 

Buttrwenam, Joun Wiican, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Engineer 
Sheffield Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Burcer, Eooar Reowatp, Bridlington, 
borough Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Campioy, Martitpa, Birmingham Birmingham Pet June 
10 Ord June 10 

Coxer. Joun Samvet, 
Devon, Road Contractor 
June 11 

Daviss, Jawe, Aberkenfig, nr Bridgend Cardiff 
7 Jane 7 

Evans, Samoet Lavixorox, Taunton, Tanner Taunton 
Pet May 10 Ord June 10 

Geavetey, Wrxereip Hevey and Jouw Hacxerr, Leeds, 
Boot Manufacturers Leeds Pet June ll Ord Junell 

Hawproap, 8am, Manchester, Consulting Engineer Man- 
chester Pet May 8 Urd June 12 

Hargevrt, Leowarp Srasiey, Leicester, 
Leicester Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Hooros, Josera Paitir, Mansfield, Notts, Clerk Notting- 
ham Pet Junel2 Ord June 12 

Iverr, Pamir Dasret, Bracknell, Berks, Publican Windsor 
Pet June ll Ord June 11 

Mitts, Haney, Holloway rd, Fishmonger High Court 
Pet May 16 Ord June 12 

Moats, Tuomas, Leeds, Chaffeur Leeds 
June 12 

Moreaxs, W H Cardiff, Furniture Contractor Cardiff 
Pet May 30 Ord June 11 

Morais, Louisa Axsiz, Walton onthe Naze, Essex, Col- 
chester Pet June il Ord June 11 

Mureneap, Cuaaces A, Manchester, Solicitor Manchester 
Pet May & Ord June 12 

Oatiay, Grorot Henny, Shepton Mallet, 
Engine Driver Wells Pet Jun+11 Ord June 11 

Raopes, Sotomos, Dudley, Worcester, Wholesale Grocer 
Dudley Pet June5 Ord June 11 

Ropetvs, James Bensamtx, Bridgnorth, Salop, Licensed 
Victualler, Shrewsbury Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Rosixsow, Caantes Henay, Bradford, Joiner Bradford 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Surctn, Bax, Thornhill, nr Dewsbury, Plumber 
Pet June 11 Ord June il 

Waoer, Avvseat Eowaap, Gloucester, Baker 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Witxiwsox, Rooea Srantey, Kingston upon Hall, Grocer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June ll Ord June 1! 

Wootnovse, Water, South Elmaal!, Yorks, [ronmonger 
Wokefield Pet Jane 12 Ord June 12 

Wyatt, Jou~n Hewry Suatrockx, Gillingham, Kent 
Rochester Pet April 13 Ord June 10 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Awan, Rosert Kerroor, Fiachfleld, nr Wolverhampton, 
Gas Main Superintendent June 26 at 12 Off Rec, 
Wolverhampton 

Bewwetr, Maasuace Hawpyatpr, Hove, Sussex, Engineer's 
Representative June 25 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Burier, Eoear Reoiaco, Bridlington, Hosier 
at 4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

Corrortu, Jouxs Dixos, Great Yarmouth, Chemist June 
22 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Davies, Jane, Aberkenfig, ne Bridgend 
117,5t Mary st, Carditf 

Dawsox, James Baryerr, Skirbeck, Lincoln, 

June 26 at 2 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 
Fawns, James, Guisborough, Innkeeper June 25 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Harsutt, Leowaap Sraniey, Leicester, Nurseryman 

June 28at11 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Heywoop, James Wittram, Heywood, Lancs June 22 at 
11 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Hour, Atrazv, Leamington, Architect June 24 at 11.15 
Off Reo, 8, High st, Coventry 


Hosier Scar- 


jun, Ugborough, nr Ivybridge, 
Plymouth Pet June ll Ord 


Pet June 


Pet May 6 Ord 


Dewabury 


Gloucester 


June 24 


Jane 24 at 3 


Farmer 


Nurseryman 


Somerset, | 


| Ketry, Mask, Buckley, Flint, Grocer Jun2 26 at 12 


Crypt chmors, Chester 


| Laraam, Haarey Govtp, Croydon, Sanitary Eagineer 


— at 2.30 132, York road, Westminster Bridge 


Luxe, Eowre Taomas, Truro, General Dealer June 24 at 
12 Off Ree, 12. Princes st, Traro 

Mitus, Harey, Holloway rd, Fishmongsr June 26 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldge, Carey st 

Mosers, Lovisa Axsie, Clacton on Sea June 28 at 11 

“Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Moses, Davio, Brynmawr, Mon, Butcher June 22at 11.30 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial at, Newport, Mon 

Rovatys, James Bexsamix, Bridgnorth, Salop, Licensed 
Victualler June 29 at 12.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, 
Shrewsbury 

Ropinson. Cuartes Hesey, Bradford, Joiner Jane 22 at 
10 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Saira, Jesste, Prestatyn, Flint June 24 at 12 Crypt 
chmbrs, Chester 

Storey, Ropert. Sheffield, Beerhouse keeper June 26 at 
11 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Stroup, Atraeo, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler June 22 
at 11 Off Reo, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Tarsox, Taomas Farpeaice, Leighton Buzzard, Coal Mer- 
chant. June 22 at 12 Off Rec, The Parade, North 
ampton 

Witxissox, Rooer Stawtey, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer 
June 25 at li Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate Hull 


Amende | Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 31: 


Dvnotrs, Ross, Bishop’s rd, Bayswater (and as previously 
gaz tted) 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Awxay, Ronsert Kervoor, Finchfield, nr Wolverhampton, 
Gas Main Superintendent Wolverhampton’ Pet 
June U1 Ord June 11 

Benwett, Maesaatt Hayprsips, 
Representative High Court 
June 12 

Biap, Henry Joux Garyows, East Dereham, Norfolk, 
Captain Norwich Pet Feb 29 Ord June 10 

| Bavytros, James Eowaarp, Ivy ln, Paternoster row, Printer 

High Court Pet May 7 Ord June 11 

| Buttuweuam, Jou~n Wictram, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Ea- 
gineer, Sheffield Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Buroer, Eocar Reatwactp, Bridlington, Hosier 
borough Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Campion, Matitpa, Birmingham Birmingham Pet June 
10 Ord Jane 10 

Coxer, Jonw Samvuet, Jun, Ugborovgh, ar Ivybridge, 

Devon, Road Coatractor Plymouth Pet Junell Ord 
| June 11 

Cowen, Marx, High st, Kensington, Tailor High Court 
Pet April 23 Ord June 11 
ee oLayp Avusin Vavasour, 
| 


Engineer's 
Ord 


Hove, 
Pet June 12 


Scar 


Devonport High 
Court Pet May3l Ord June 10 

Gairerras, Feepeaick Ricuagp, Cecil ct, Charing Cross rd, 
High Uourt Pet April4 Ord June 12 

Hate, Guy Agrave Georor, Eim Park gdor, Fulham rd, 
High Court Pet May 9 Ord June 12 

Hooros, Josera Pat.ir, Mansfield, Notts, Clerk Notting- 
ham Pet June 12 Ord Jane 12 

Harnsorr, Laeowarp Sras.uey, Leicester, 
Leicester Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Inert, Pamir Dawiet, Bracknell, Berks, 
Windsor Pet Junell Ord June 11 

Morats. Louisa Annie, Walton on the Naze, 
Colchester Pet Junell Ord Jane ll 

Oatitey, Georce Hewvay, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, 
Engine Driver Wells Pet June ll Ord June 11 

Peet, James Henry, Worplesdon, Surrey, Physician 
Guildford Pet Dee 22 Ord June 11 

Roserxs, James Bexsamin, Bridgaorth, Salop, Licensed 
Victualler Shrewsbury Pet Junel0 Ord June 10 

Rostssow, Caaates Hewry, Bradfurd, Joiner Bradford 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Buart, Taomas Osw ap, Bush In house, Cannon at, Timber 
Merehant High Court Pet April 26 Ord Junell 

Situ, Bex, Thornhill, nr Dewsbury, Plamber Dewsbury 
Pet June 11 Ord June ll 

Tarp x, Tuomas Faeverics, Leighton Buzzard, Coal Mer- 
chant Luton Pet Juxe6 Urd June 10 

Waeore, Atsert EvwArp, Gloucester, Baker Gloucester 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 


Nurseryman 
Publican 


Essex 








204rd Year of the Office. The 
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Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
Heap Ovrics: 


| N FIRE OFFICE 
FOUNDED i710, 

63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 

Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


SICKNESS and DISEASE 
BURGLARY, 
| PLATE GLASS. 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
A. W. COUSINS, District Manager. 





Wicxtinsos, Rocsr Staxcey, Kingston w Hull, Grocer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 11 Ord June 11 
Woo.nousz, Wacrer, South Elmaall, Yorks, Tronmongey 

Ww Pet June 12 Ord June 12 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


HOLpDcroFT, JOHN JAMES, Hanley, Staffs, Coal Merchang 
Hanley Annul June 12, 1912 


London Gazette —-TUESDAY, June 18 
‘ RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ABBOTT, GEORGE, sen, and GEORGE ABBOTT, jun, Bo 
Wringing Machine Makers Bolton Pet June 15 ton, 
June 15 

BATL&Y, EDWIN WILLIaM, Leeds, Auctioneer Leeds Pet 
June 12 Ord June 12 

CARVILL, CHARLES JOHN, Birmingham, Fruiterer Bip. 
mingham Pet June 15 Ord June 15 

CooPER, JAMES SYDNEY, Pendleton, Salford, Physicigg 
Salford Pet May 23 Ord June 13 

DUNTHORNB, EDWIN EDWARD, Liverpool, Retail Jeweller 
Liverpool Pet May 17 Ord June 14 « 

GARBUTT, JONATHAN, sen, Middlesbrough, Anctionger 
Stockton on Tees Pet Junel4 Ord June 14 

Good, CHARLES WILLIAM, Lollard st, Kennington Grocer's 
Suadryman High court Pet June 15 Ord June 


15 ° 

GRiF¥iTHS, JOHN, Tylorstown, Glam, Colliery Repairer 
Pontypridd PetJune 15 Ord June 15 

HARTRIDGE, JOSEPH, and JOSEPH WILFRED Harter 
Bromley, Keat, Builders Croydon Pet June 15 ¢ 
June 15 

Hieson, JouHN, Atherton, Lancs 

. Ord ~—_ 12 Set 

HIPWELL, WILLIAM, Derby, Hosiery Factory Manager 
Derby Pet June 15 Ord June 1. . 

HODGKINSON, ALICE GERTRUDE, Sheffield Sheffield Pet 
June 15 Ord June 15 

JOHNSON, ARTHUR, Dowiais, Merthyr Tydfil, Master Baker 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet May 30 Urd June 14 

PHENIX, bARTHOLOMEW, Sarewsbury, Baker Shrewsbury 
Pet Junel4 Ord June 14 

REES, WILLIAM, Manchester, Chemist's Assistant Bristol 
Pet May 24 Ord June 14 

ROGERS, RALPH STANLEY, South Norwood hill, Surrey, 
Motor Dealer Croydon Pet June 14 Ord June 4 

RoGERS, F G, 5, New Burlington pl, Regent st, Dealer in 
Motor Cars High Courc Pet May4 Ord June 18 

SooTt, FRANK, Greville pl, Mortimer rd, Hampstead High 
Court Pet Mar16 Ord June 13 

SHACKLOCK, EVERARD, East Kirkby, Notts, Retired Bat- 
cher Nottingham Pet June4 Ord Junelé 

a LESLIE, Russell sq, High Court Pet Mar 11 Ord 

une 1 

WILKINS, JOSEPH, West Camel, Somerset, Farmer Yeovil 
Pet June 14 Ord June 14 

WILLIAMS, W M, Malden rd, Kentish Town, Builder High 
Court Pet May 15 Ord June13 

FIRST MEETINGS. : 

BATLEY, EDWIN WILLIAM, Leeds, Auctioneer June 27 at 
12 The Law Institute, Albion pl, Leeds 

Briee@s, JoSiAH, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Builder Jane 2 
at3 Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

CAMPION, MATILDA, Birmingham June 26 at 12 Ruskin 
chmbrs, 191, Vorporation st, Birmingham 

COKER, JOHN SAMUEL, jun, Ugborough, nr Ivybridge, 
Devon, Koad Contractor June 28 at 3.30 7, Buckland 
ter, Plymouth 

DUNTHORNE, EDWIN EDWARD, Liverpool, Retail Jeweller 
June 28at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria at, Liverpool 

EDMUNDS, JOHN ZACHARIAG, Glascoed, nr Pontypool, Mon 
ea 26at1l Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 

on 

GooD, CHARLES WILLIAM, Lollard st, Kennington, Gro- 
cer's Sundryman June 27 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st ‘ 

GRAVELEY, WYNEFRID HENRY and JOHN HackeTT, 
Boot Manufacturers June 27 at1l Off Kec, %, 
st, Leeds 

Hooton JoserH PHILIP, Mansfield, Notts, Clerk June % 
atil Off Kec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notts 

JOHNSON, ARTHUR, Dowlais, Merthyr Tyddl, Master Baker 
June 28 at 12 Off Rec, County Court, Town Hall, 
Merthyr Tydfil 

MoaTE, TuOMAS, Leeds, Chauffeur June 26at 3 Off Rec 
24, Bond st, Leeds 

NEEDHAM, GEORGE, Brigg, Linc3, Grocer June 26atlt 
Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

OATLEY, GEORGE HENRY, Shepton Mailet, Engine Driver 
June 26 at 11,30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

OLIVER, Harry, Birchinlee nr Bamford, Derbyshire, 
Ta:lor June 28 at 1i Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stock- 


Bolton Pet May 10 


port 

FHG@NIX, BARTHOLOMEW, Shrewsbury, Baker June 29 a 
11.:0 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

RHODES, SOLOMON, Cudley, Worcester, Wholesale Grocer 
June 27 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

RICHARDS, WILLIAM, Llanbadarnfynydd, Kadnor, Grocer 
June 26 at 12.30 4%, Offa st, He:eford 

Roogrs, F. G, New Burlington pl, Regent st, Dealer in 

_ Motor Cars June 27 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Careyst 

Scott, FRANK, Greville pl, Mortimer rd, Hamps 
June 27 at 11 as bidgs, Carey st 

SMITH, Ben, Thornhill, nr Dewsbury, Plumper June %at 
11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, ration st, Dewsbury 

SNOWDEN, JoHN, West Bridgford, Notts, Potato Merchant 
hacen 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting 


m 
Stuart, LEsiis, Russell June 28 at 11 Bankruptey 
bidgs, Carey st Py 


WAGER, ALBERT EDWARD, Gloucester, Baker June27 at 
12 off Station rd, Gloucester 
Malden rd, Kentish Town, Builder June 
ptey a y st 
WOOLHOUSE, WALTER, South Elmsall, York, Ironmonge? 
June 26at 11 Off Kee, 21, st, Wakefield 
Wyatt, JOHN HENRY SHATTOCK, Gillingham, Kent, Naval 
Pensioner June 28at4 115, High st, Rochester 
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